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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water As proposed
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation As proposed
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development Do less
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

The Making Space for Water programme’s inclusion of “blue-green corridors” (walking
and cycling paths through greenspaces and alongside streams, adding to our walking,
cycling network while also creating a natural drainage area)
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1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

Less inefficient processes - i.e. can Council make savings by being more efficient with
decision making. | witnessed the indecision, excessive consulting with fringe
stakeholders and to-and-fro between local board, AT and Council for the Point
Chevalier cycle path improvements. If you had just built the thing 6 years ago it would
have been cheaper and we'd have 6 years of benefits by now.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

| would like to see more investment in cycling infrastructure, which has very high
BCRs. The UN for Environment recommends 20% of transport spend to walking and
cycling, but AT allocates less than 1%.

| support raised pedestrian crossings and increased footpath maintenance.
| support "dig once" to reduce costs and disruption

I would like low cost quick fixes for safe walking and cycling included every time a road
is repaved, repaired or repainted.

| support the lower cost surface light rail to Mangere proposal (not the expensive
underground option)

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

| would like to see more investment in cycling infrastructure, which has very high
BCRs. They should be safe and functional, cost effective and fast to construct e.g.
"pop up" protection using precast concrete separators on existing road shoulders,
planter boxes or bollards to create low traffic neighbourhoods.

| would like to see the Great North Road improvement linked up through to Point
Chevalier

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?
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Spend less on road widening. Put more effort into reducing traffic by getting people out
of cars and onto public transport and active modes

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?
Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding

Tell us why:

AIAL is a future fund investment! reap the dividends

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

| don't know
Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?



Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

| don't know

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

| don't know

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by

| don't know
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businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. | don't know

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse | don't know
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to | don't know
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate | don't know
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257?
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| don't know

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, | don't know
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through | don't know
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space Fairly Important
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Supporting our community groups with | don't know
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Settling in at the new, medium-term location Fairly Important
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Working with the community on activations | don't know
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to Not Important
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget
2024-20347

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback
1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Other

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

Significant public transport investment

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

Road creation/maintenance in areas primarily used by private vehicles
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Focus should definitely be on public transport but ideally even more so - network
optimisation can't do much when the real issue is the sheer number of cars on the
road. The only reliable way to fix this is to provide non-car alternatives.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Public transport

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Roads

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Keep the stadium precinct as it is
Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding

Tell us why:

The more of Auckland's key public spaces being at least partially publicly owned the
better. Selling them off would be good for the council in the short term but only
increase costs for Aucklanders in the long run.
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4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

| don't know
Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services
Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

| don't know

Tell us why:

Depends on what the wharves would be used for instead

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

| don't know

Tell us why:

Same as above



6a. What do you think of these proposals?
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

| don't know

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

| don't know

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to | don't know
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate | don't know
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, | don't know
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Very Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups

11
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and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Fairly Important

Supporting our community groups with
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Very Important

Settling in at the new, medium-term location
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Not Important

Working with the community on activations
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Fairly Important

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Not Important

Tell us why

-What exactly does 'celebrating different people and cultures' look like in practical

terms?

-I don't think the Pt Chev 'medium-term'

library location is a good one and it seems

strange for any public service to be moved like that without any permanent solution

sorted out.

-1 don't agree with removing rubbish bins to minimise waste, it seems this would do the

opposite.

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget

2024-20347

8. Do you have any other comments?

| prefer debt as the number 1 solution to most monetary issues with the council. You're
not a business, you provide a public service. There is inherently no significant profit to
be gained here. Just fund the city according to public need and not the balance sheet.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Proceed with the central proposal

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more

Water As proposed
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation Do more

Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

| absolutely support making public transport more reliable and affordable. The weekly
fare cap is a great idea

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

13
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Do not support taking away raised pedestrian crossings. We must continue with
building safe cycling options

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Cycling

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Increased roading for cars
3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?
Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Tell us why:
4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Tell us here:

14
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4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?
Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

15
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Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

16



Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development Do more
Council support Do more

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

Increased funding for recreational cycling facilities & "learn to ride" courses to allow
children and others to grow more confident riding a bike

Develop local centres to ensure they include safe walking, cycling & scooting
connections, which will also improve access for disabled people

18
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Ensure there are safe cycling and walking links to connect with Central Rail Link

Add to the walking & cycling network via "blue-green" corridors, which will also create
natural drainage areas

More community-led programmes to encourage people to ride bikes or use scooters
for transport

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

Less "Free Parking" especially along arterial roads; increase parking charges and limit
durations, make arterials bus & bike lane only

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Cycling for transport will help achieve the stated goals of the budget to do things
better, faster, cheaper, and this improves as the network grows

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Increase funding for cycling infrastructure and maintenance so more people are
encouraged to use

Delivering a safe, connected cycling network, which can be done fast and affordably by
reallocating road space and using pop up protection

More raised pedestrian crossings to ensure safer speeds
Support proposed $50 weekly cap for public transport, bikes on buses, light rail

"Liberate a Lane" on the Harbour Bridge - reallocate one lane for walking, cycling,
scooting, and wheeling

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

| think the investigation into a bike ferry across the harbour is unnecessary and
wasteful. A bike ferry is unlikely to be used by most people on bikes due to the lack of
autonomy/freedom, efficiency and affordability, especially in comparison to liberating a

19



#6370 -7

lane for walking, cycling, and wheeling. Any bike ferry is likely to have the same
staffing shortages and capacity issues as other public transport.

Spend less on roads and more on walking, cycling, and public transport; creating a
more efficient, affordable, and climate conscious transport network.

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management

Tell us why:

The needs of the North Shore community should be the primary focus; look to retain
the existing community playing fields and develop other facilities to ensure greater use
by the community.

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

The trust structure and its rules and restrictions, together with a professional fund
manager working under a clear set of investment objectives and policies set by the
council should ensure Council's shareholding risk is diversified.

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

| don't know
Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?
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| don't know
Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

The port area is prime land which should be accessible to the community and general
public rather than private interests.

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides
public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:

The port area is prime land which should be accessible to the community and general
public rather than private interests.

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

| don't know

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

| don't know

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,

| don't know
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Very Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Very Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space Very Important
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.
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Supporting our community groups with Very Important
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Settling in at the new, medium-term location = Fairly Important
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Working with the community on activations  Fairly Important
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to | don't know
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Tell us why

| am unsure how making parks rubbish-bin free will have the desired outcomes? Mt
Albert maunga is a very well used dog walking park and | doubt many dog-walkers will
want to carry their dog poop back home with them! It will need a major re-education
programme to get people on board with this.

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget
2024-20347

Support arts, events and night-time economies in our town centres

Support advocating to Auckland transport for reliable and frequent bus and train
services and upgrades/space allocation in our Town Centres to support more walking
and cycling, options, especially on arterials eg. New North Road, Sandringham Road,
Dominion Road

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Proceed with the central proposal

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport As proposed
Water As proposed
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation As proposed
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development Do less

Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

25



#6388

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

AT has slowed down the city with bus and cycle lanes, | am for this to be done in areas
that it does not have a flow on effect in the negative.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?
2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct
Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding

Tell us why:

How does selling more shares benefit the city at this stage?

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

| don't know

Tell us here:

Not sure what would be best in the option
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4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Other

Tell us here:

My option would be a combination of both use half to fund council severices and half to
invest why does it just need to be one?

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

No change — leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the
port operations

Tell us why:

In a cost of living crisis does the council want to take on more costs at this time, option
one could be done when in a better fiscal place.

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

| don't know
Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
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increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Support
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Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Not Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Very Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space Very Important
can respond to growth, making the most of
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what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Supporting our community groups with
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Fairly Important

Settling in at the new, medium-term location
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Very Important

Working with the community on activations
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Fairly Important

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Not Important

Tell us why

cost of living crisis, the priority should be to focus on council issues.

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget

2024-20347

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water As proposed
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development Do more
Council support Do more

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

Arts and cultural events that are accessible to a range of Aucklanders from different
suburbs. To make Auckland a vibrant thriving city the way other cities around the world
are alive and destination spots.
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1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you

could pay less?

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Do not support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Cycleways should be supported. We should be encouraging a new generation of
young people to feel safe and confident cycling and using alternative transport modes.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Anything that encourages public transport, cycling, walking and fewer cars on the road.
2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

| don't know
Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

| don't know
Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund
Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

| don't know
Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

| don't know

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

| don't know

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

| don't know

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to | don't know
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate | don't know
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do less
Water As proposed
City and local development Do less
Environment and regulation As proposed
Parks and Community Do less
Economic and cultural development Do less
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

No

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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Make Auckland Transport answerable to rate payers especially those living in areas
they appear to think are just throw-a-way suburbs that can be deprived by Transport's
invalid assumptions. Stop allowing them to waste money and get back to actually fixing
roads.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

While the object is to have nearly all public transport set as to and from the city they
will never solve traffic problems.

Stop saying no more public carparks as that just transfers the problems.

Make them consider the elderly and the disabled before making hard and fast
decisions. Different suburbs may require different solutions.

Understand that most Aucklanders do NOT work in the city and do not want to go
there.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Park and ride solutions across Auckland. Catching Public transport when you don't live
near a bus stop or train station means cars will continue to be the preferred method of
travel especially in bad weather and there will be more of really bad weather to come
in the future.

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Auckland Transport planners. They don't seem to live in our world or able to keep
abreast of future weather warnings.

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management

Tell us why:
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4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding

Tell us why:

Councilors change frequently and in general don't have great financial planning ability.
How finance is spent needs to be upgraded.

Too much "sounds like a good idea.".

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

But any extra funds need better management than there has been in the past.

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

| don't know

Tell us here:

| don't want the monies to be used for council services that the rate payers don't want.

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:
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5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

No change — leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the
port operations

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area
Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Do not support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the Do not support
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which Support
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse Support
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to | don't know
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate | don't know
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden
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Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| do not support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Not Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Not Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space Fairly Important
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Supporting our community groups with Not Important
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Settling in at the new, medium-term location Fairly Important
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Working with the community on activations  Not Important
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to Not Important
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Tell us why

This goes across too many suburbs that have different requirements.
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Pt Chevalier seems to be the throwaway suburb in this board.

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget
2024-20347

Awful

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback
1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Other

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

The three options (central, more, & less) proposed in the consultation are not the only
options, the same goes for the corresponding rates rises. For example, we could get
much-needed investment in transport services and climate resilience, as stated under
the ‘pay more get more’ option, with a rate rise of less than 14% in year one. There are
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other areas where savings could be made which are not interdependent. The ‘overall
direction’ oversimplifies very complex decisions.

Public Transport - Ensure public transport is affordable, accessible, and reliable,
prioritising investment in public transport infrastructure over road spending.

| also support further investment into a surface light rail rapid transit network.

Active Transport - Urgently transition towards low emissions communities by
prioritising and increasing, not reducing, investment in walking and cycling
infrastructure.

Water Quality - Re-establish the full funding of the Water Quality Targeted Rate
(WQTR) to pre-2023/2024 budget levels to ensure delivery and growth of related work
programmes.

Environment and Regulation - Ensure appropriate funding is allocated to increase
monitoring activity of current/active and future resource consents to enable better
environmental outcomes.

As well as the options provided in the structured consultation, | would also like the
Council to do more of the following:

Protecting and working with communities by continuing to prioritise the funding and
delivery of Making Space for Water in partnership with Central Government.

Ensuring adequate support for community and social services, including contestable
grants (such as the Climate Action Grant), the Live Lightly programme, the
Communities in Need programme, and supporting work on Council land and marae.
This can be achieved by re-establishing pre-2023/2024 budget funding for these
areas.

Supporting frontline, volunteer powered communities by ensuring local boards are
adequately funded and grants are available. Grants and investment into community-
led services provide great value to Aucklanders. For every dollar that Council invests
we get back many more volunteer hours.

Supporting moves to a circular economy and zero waste, ensuring waste materials are
seen as resources to be reused, repaired, repurposed and recycled, and are diverted
from landfill.

Lowering emissions by becoming a leader in localised renewable energy generation by
enabling local integrated energy solutions to support community owned energy groups.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Invest more of the transport budget in walking and cycling infrastructure. If safe
corridors and connectors are build, more people will use them (as can be withessed by
the Northwestern and Tamaki Drive bike paths).

Dig once! Any transport projects should align with other infrastructure deliveries. Do it
once and do it right.

Free up one lane on the Harbour Bridge for walking and cycling.

Fully commit to the Transport Emissions Reduction Pathway and Auckland’s Climate
Plan.

Support of more and better cycling & walking infrastructure should be part of the
central proposal and not an afterthought in the do more!

Auckland Council's Transport Emissions Reduction Pathway sets out actions required
to reduce the region's transport emissions by 64% by the year 2030. Transport is the
biggest emitter contributing to over 40% of the region's total emissions. Within the
transport emissions, 86% come from road transport. This sets a clear directive. We
need to get people out of private cars, into buses, trains and ferries and onto
cycleways. Failing to understand and action this will result in a continuation of over
investment in roading projects and underinvestment in the public and active transport
networks. The evidence is there and the evidence is clear.

As well as continuing to invest and improve our public transport network, it is essential
that the Council urgently supports the transition towards low emissions communities by
prioritising and increasing, not reducing, investment in walking and cycling
infrastructure.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

| want Auckland Council to:

spend more on safe, accessible, and attractive active transport infrastructure such as
cycleways.

spend more on ensuring public transport is affordable, accessible, and reliable.
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2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

I want Auckland Council to spend less on new roading projects that prioritise private
vehicles as the primary transport mode.

Spend less on road widening for projects, and instead reallocate road space for
delivery of walking, cycling, and public transport networks, creating an overall more
efficient, affordable, and climate conscious transport network.

I'm not in full support of a dedicated bike ferry because it would be nowhere near as
efficient, available, or affordable as providing a dedicated lane for walking, cycling, and
wheeling across the existing Harbour Bridge. A bike ferry would be just as vulnerable
to staffing shortages and capacity issues as any other public transport, likewise limited
to fixed hours, and charge passengers for their travel. A 24/7 lane on the bridge gives
people the freedom to make their own reliable journeys, free of traffic, and independent
of public transport constraints.

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management

Tell us why:

Make the stadium precinct more usable and flexible to deliver better outcomes for
everyone.

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

It makes sense
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4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

This is prime waterfront land in the central city and really should be used for public
benefit. It would make the waterfront even more attractive for locals and visitors alike.

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides
public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:
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Again, this is a huge asset and should be open for everyone to use and enjoy.

I'm sure other options for the port can be investigated, and if we build and invest more
in rail infrastructure now, freight in future can be transported via rail. Opening up more
rail would also give more options for passenger transport and connections.

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Other
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the Support
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which Support
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse Support
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing

48




we

|

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Re-establish the full funding of the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) to pre-
2023/2024 budget levels to ensure delivery and growth of related work programmes.

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257?

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?
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Celebrating different people and cultures, Very Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Very Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space Very Important
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Supporting our community groups with Very Important
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Settling in at the new, medium-term location = Fairly Important
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Working with the community on activations  Very Important
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to Not Important
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Tell us why
| support the following local board priorities:

Funding and support for community driven environmental work (e.g., habitat
restoration, plant and animal pest control.

Funding and support for community groups that focus on climate action (e.g., waste,
active transport, education, etc).

Growth of active transport networks such as cycleways and walkways.

Establishment and development of green corridors.
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Development and implementation of Climate Action Plans.

Circular economy strategies and actions.

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget
2024-20347

I would also like to see redevelopment and revitalisation of the Point Chevalier centre
along Great North Rd. This area is badly neglected and could be improved so much by
developing green spaces and plantings along the road.

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport As proposed
Water As proposed
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do less
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

Conservation and the environment is the most important asset, focus on this

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

| don't know

Tell us why:

I need more specifics and outcome focused communications to make a decision

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Trains and trams. Melbourne is a great example!
2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Keep the stadium precinct as it is
Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal
Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:
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4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

| don't know
Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides
public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

| don't know

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

| don't know

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of

Support
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support Do more

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

Cleaning up urban streams. More ferries.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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Golf courses.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Do not support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

| think we need more mixed mode transport investment. Cycleways and pedestrian
safety are important. Parts of the city are still critically under served and we continue to
grow.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Cycleways, trains, ferries, anything but more roads.

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

No

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

If done right, it could be a better use of the land.

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

| don't know

Tell us why:

I'm not an expert.
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4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

Seems like a good way to slowly phase it out and get this fund started.

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

We are facing a climate emergency which will require massive investment. Central
government may not play ball, so it makes sense for Auckland to start preparing itself.

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

As long as it isn't used for some vanity project stadium, this could be great. More ferry
capacity?

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?
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Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area
Tell us why:

Better investment, give them 35 years to completely phase out the commercial port.

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing

Support
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the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden,Otara-Papatoetoe

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Fairly Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
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for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Very Important

Planning for how our parks and open space
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Very Important

Supporting our community groups with
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Very Important

Settling in at the new, medium-term location
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Fairly Important

Working with the community on activations
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Fairly Important

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Not Important

Tell us why

Rubbish bins are still essential. Contractors just shred hidden plastic and heaps ends
up in streams. This is wishful thinking, do not do this.

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget

2024-20347

Otara-Papatoetoe Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Otara-Papatoetoe in 2024/2025?

| support all priorities
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Through grants, support community-led Very Important
events and initiatives that create safe
neighbourhoods and promoting active
living, sustainable practices.

Support activities to increase social Very Important
cohesion, neighbourly connections, better
outreach to people from smaller ethnic
groups and connect newer settlers to local
services.

Increase youth empowerment through Very Important
supporting leadership and training
programmes as well as prioritising youth
engagement.

Identify and promote ‘Play advocacy’ for Fairly Important
local opportunities in projects that can
provide spaces for play in places beyond
playgrounds.

Continue to support and look to increase Very Important
environmental and sustainability projects to
address climate change and environmental
challenges through community-led projects
and by working with mana whenua.

Explore options for ways of delivering Fairly Important
increased local economic outcomes for
small to large businesses.

Tell us why
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These are great priorities, and continuing to care for te taiao is key when we are still
cleaning up after floods. The streams need love, and community plantings should be
expanded. More weeding groups and bush care groups would be great roo.

7c. What do you think of the Otara-Papatoetoe proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-20347?

8. Do you have any other comments?

64



" #6452

\\‘5-‘

I

Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport

Water

City and local development

Environment and regulation

Parks and Community Do more

Economic and cultural development Do more

Council support

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

- support for arts, culture and creativity via local boards
- investment into arts and culture facilities, both council-owned and private

- investment into Auckland's diverse cultural communities
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- investment into independent artists and companies (arts grants)

- logistical support of performing arts

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

council expenditure on facilities and activities that delivered largely personal benefits to
few people eg. golf courses across the city

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding

Tell us why:
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4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

| don't know
Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

| don't know
Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development Do more
Council support Do more

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

Support frontline, volunteer-powered communities by ensuring local boards are
adequately funded.

Re-establish pre-2023/2024 budget funding for community and social services,
including contestable grants (such as the Climate Action Grant), the Live Lightly
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Programme, Communities in Need programme, and supporting work on Council land
and marae.

Re-establish the full funding of the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Natural
Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) to pre-2023/2024 budget levels to ensure delivery
of related work programmes

Protect and work with communities by continuing to prioritise the funding and delivery
of Making Space for Water in partnership with Central Government.

Ensure appropriate funding is allocated to increase monitoring activity of current/active
and future resource consents to enable better environmental outcomes.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

| don't support cancelling the cycle roads

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Urgently transition towards low emissions communities by prioritising and increasing,
not reducing, investment in walking and cycling infrastructure.

Ensure public transport is affordable, accessible and reliable, prioritising investment in
public transport infrastructure over new road spending.

Reduce private transport emissions by investing in community organisations and tools
to assist behavioural change.

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?
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| don't know
Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding

Tell us why:

the airport is a essential entry point for Aukland and council needs some influence on
how this is developed.

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

| don't know

Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

| don't know

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?
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| don't know

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

| don't know

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the Support
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which | don't know
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
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We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

| don't know

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

| don't know

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

| don't know

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support all priorities
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Very Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through ~ Very Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space Very Important
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Supporting our community groups with Very Important
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Settling in at the new, medium-term location = Very Important
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Working with the community on activations  Not Important
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to Very Important
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget
2024-20347

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water As proposed
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support Do more

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

Fixing potholes. These are very dangerous for road users

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal
Tell us why:

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

fixing potholes and improving cycle infrastructure.
2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct
Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal
Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

Tell us here:
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4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services
Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides
public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Support

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of

Support
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Fairly Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Very Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space Very Important
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.
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Supporting our community groups with
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Very Important

Settling in at the new, medium-term location
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Very Important

Working with the community on activations
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Very Important

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Very Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget

2024-2034?

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback
1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Proceed with the central proposal

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water As proposed
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

Leverage the assets instead of an outright sale. Lease for rent to introduce estra
income streams from these assets. Community and Maori engagement. Lets lead the
way in cogovernance and creating a blue print what a successful covernance
partnership with Maori looks like for the rest of the country. Also, stop NIMBY attitudes
to development and growth.
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1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

stop pandering to the NIMBY's that oppose everything without coming up with
agreeable alternatives.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

| think we really need to get serious about public transport and making it fit for future. |
understand the lack of vision from central goverment who still assume that the way
people move in 2024 is still the same as 1970's but we need to invest in public
transport. CRL, better travel options to and from the airport.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

anything that central goverment says eg the roads of Nationals importance.

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

This along with the racecourse in Avondale should be opened to housing
developments. Its not fit for purpose for a stadium and doesnt really provide any
appeal to be utilised as a stadium.

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?
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Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding

Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?
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Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides
public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the Do not support
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which Support
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse Support
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
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the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Very Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
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for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Very Important

Planning for how our parks and open space
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Very Important

Supporting our community groups with
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Very Important

Settling in at the new, medium-term location
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Fairly Important

Working with the community on activations
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Very Important

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Not Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget

2024-20347

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water As proposed
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development Do less
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

More on getting Public transport frequent and regular, less on roading developments
unless they specifically prioritise public transport.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

a comprehensive cycleway plan for the city is important - not bits here and there
tacked on to roads.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management

Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

Long term thinking is vital - we ve had too much short term thinking. A fund like this will
help and hopefully ensure infrastructure does not deteriorate so badly, and we do not
rum the risk of losing regional facilities. .

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

| don't know
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Tell us here:

Need to coordinate the needs of all of northern NZ re ports and shipping etc. Missed
opportunity years ago to join with Tauranga because of short term thinking.

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides
public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.
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scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to | don't know
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to

properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate | don't know

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures,
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Fairly Important

Continuing our environmental work through
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups

Very Important
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and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Very Important

Supporting our community groups with
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Fairly Important

Settling in at the new, medium-term location
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Very Important

Working with the community on activations
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Fairly Important

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Very Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget

2024-2034?

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Proceed with the central proposal

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do less
Water As proposed
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

Less in built housing. We need more land that is not concreted over. This won't mean
paying less except it will mean less flooding and less emergency funding.
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

| think we all need to take responsibility for using our cars less.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

No

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

| don't know

Tell us why:

| have no idea on this as I've never been there

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding

Tell us why:

The airport shares are an asset that should be kept

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

Tell us here:

Again it's an asset that should be kept

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

The Future Fund is an idea that | don't see how it will help - it could just whittle away.

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

No change — leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the
port operations

Tell us why:

I don't want these to pass into private ownership with housing developments etc

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

| don't know

Tell us why:
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

| don't know

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Do not support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Very Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Very Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
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and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Fairly Important

Supporting our community groups with
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Fairly Important

Settling in at the new, medium-term location
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Fairly Important

Working with the community on activations
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

| don't know

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Not Important

Tell us why

Public rubbish bins are important. It will not improve the environment to take them all

away.

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget

2024-20347

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do less
Water As proposed
City and local development Do less
Environment and regulation Do less
Parks and Community Do less
Economic and cultural development Do less
Council support Do less

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

redundancies

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

Cut out all of the ********** Auckland City is run like a Theme Park.
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Do not support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Why are rate payers burdened with most of the costs so students, tourists and the
retired can ride on heavily subsidised. It should be user pays a d support by central
government who are to blame for the huge increase in the cities population

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

A" of the *kkkkkkkkk

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct
Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal
Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services
Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

No change — leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the
port operations

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area
Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Do not support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
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the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Do not support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Do not support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Support
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Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| do not support any priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Not Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Not Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space Fairly Important
can respond to growth, making the most of
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what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Supporting our community groups with Not Important
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Settling in at the new, medium-term location = Fairly Important
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Working with the community on activations  Not Important
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to Not Important
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget
2024-20347

Just more ways of wasting money

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development Do more
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?
Regressive to stop investing in active transport ie walking and cycling.
Progressive cities do this.

We are left well behind. Spend more also on public transport including rail.

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Highways for trucks/cars with poor cost/benefit outcomes.

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

It is poorly used

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?
Other
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Tell us here:

What happened to the plan to move the port?

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides
public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
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the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Do not support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

| don't know

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

| don't know
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Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Very Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Very Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space Very Important
can respond to growth, making the most of
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what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Supporting our community groups with
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Very Important

Settling in at the new, medium-term location
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Fairly Important

Working with the community on activations
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Fairly Important

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget

2024-20347

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Proceed with the central proposal

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport As proposed
Water As proposed
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation As proposed
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development Do more

Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

More funding towards youth initiatives

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:

Not many people use the cycleways, making more buses come and more reliable. also
reducing costs for students.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Getting more electric buses.

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

| don't know

Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding

Tell us why:

11% is still significant and allows for earning dividends, | don't see the AIP being very
effective.

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

Again, i dont see the effectiveness and efficiency of setting up the fund. | also think its
important to fund more council services

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

No change — leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the
port operations

Tell us why:

It seems uncertain whether we are able to get significant gains from transferring the
wharves. | think they should be kept as ports and there would be additional expenses.

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides
public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:
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increase of rates in other areas.

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Do not support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Do not support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

| don't know
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257?

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures,
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

116



SAY

a
>
e

s

#6586

Continuing our environmental work through
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Supporting our community groups with
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Settling in at the new, medium-term location
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Working with the community on activations
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Tell us why

I would love to see more culture activities and bins within my area.

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget
2024-20347

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Proceed with the central proposal

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport As proposed
Water As proposed
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation As proposed
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

Resume active bidding for major events to attract more tourists and visitors to
Auckland.
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1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?
Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:
2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?
2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

A sports/events facility is needed on the North Shore. While access to it from
motorways is great, both parking and public transportation are limited, which affects
the use of North Harbour Stadium. Consultation with stakeholders and the community
should take place before any long-term decisions are made.

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal
Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

Need to have more clarity in the plan over plans for ferries and passenger liners before
decisions are made re Brittomart and the Cook and Marsden wharves,

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides
public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:
As per 5a.
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

| don't know

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

| don't know

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

| don't know

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to | don't know
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Fairly Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Very Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
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and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space = Very Important
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Supporting our community groups with Fairly Important
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Settling in at the new, medium-term location Very Important
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Working with the community on activations  Fairly Important
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to Very Important
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Tell us why

Environmental priorities most important particularly in the Sandringham area due to the
level of flood risk, on top of likely growth in housing density.

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget
2024-2034?

Agree with all priorities and glad there is an active Board advocating for the
community.

8. Do you have any other comments?

| agree with addressing local board funding equity as proposed.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development Do more
Council support Do more

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

Increase the number of democratically elected officials. Local government has had its
democracy eroded over time. This has placed burdens on those left doing the work.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

| am in favour of the 'do more' proposal. The central proposal sees us falling short
when it comes to electric trains and depots, and keeping up bus services to city fringes
which are lifelines for some who cannot afford to live closer in to city centres.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

As above - am in favour of 'Pay More, Get More' generally. Yes | am a ratepayer.

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

n/a

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

The stadium is woefully underused in its current format. Adapting the venue to
community needs could yield excellent community results.

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding

Tell us why:
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| am fairly skeptical that this fund will remain ring-fenced. Also: why a future fund?
Don't we have immediate pressing budget needs right now?

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

Tell us here:

'Future fund' sounds aspirational but let's face it, you'd just be selling off the silver.
Once the net proceeds of sale have been received all we have is some cash which
successive councils will no doubt raid, sooner rather than later one suspects. Keep the
asset.

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Other

Tell us here:

Re-invest dividends in the port itself to maintain and increase its infrastructure and its
integration within a national port network to be considered as a whole.

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?
Tell us here:

'Future Fund' honestly just sounds like a marketing ploy to obtain buy-in from the
public to liquidate our public non-cash capital assets. Rates rises incurred to present-
day home-owners - of which | am one - are the answer here.

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

No change — leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the
port operations
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5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

NS
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We already have plenty of public waterfront recreational land in this city. We don't have
plenty of national ports. We need resilience and some diversity in our freight
infrastructure, and the existing port contributes to this. It also provides employment for

waterfront workers.

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

| don't know

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

| don't know

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

Support

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

no

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden
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Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Very Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Very Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space Very Important
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Supporting our community groups with Very Important
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Settling in at the new, medium-term location | don't know
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Working with the community on activations  Very Important
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to Very Important
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Tell us why
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My understanding of the medium-term library solution is that it is not really viable to
'settle in' there, and is effectively not workable. So a long-term solution is really the
priority, or a new medium-term solution.

s

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget
2024-20347

In favour

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Proceed with the central proposal

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport As proposed
Water As proposed
City and local development Do less
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development Do less
Council support Do more

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

na

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

na
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Railway from Onehunga to the airport. an easy option... bridge and some ordinary
surface line

Or
fast-track line from Newmarket via Puhinui to airport, return. Another easy option.

Let's sort that out and get it done

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

concerts in parks

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

| don't know

Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:
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4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

Tell us here:

to keep longer term income.

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services
Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?
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Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides
public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:

keep some congestion from downtown.

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the Support
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which Support
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. | don't know

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse Do not support
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
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2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to | don't know
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to

properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257?

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?
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Celebrating different people and cultures, Fairly Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Very Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space Very Important
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Supporting our community groups with Fairly Important
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Settling in at the new, medium-term location = Very Important
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Working with the community on activations | don't know
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to Very Important
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget
2024-20347

ok
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport As proposed
Water As proposed
City and local development Do less
Environment and regulation As proposed
Parks and Community Do less
Economic and cultural development Do less
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

138



o\~
#6601 -

]
P —1

Support most of the proposal
Tell us why:
2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?
2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

| don't know
Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding

Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

| oppose the proposal to lease the operation of the port for 35 years for the following
reasons:
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Disregards Expert Advice: The proposal ignores expert advice on the port's
unsustainable location, as evidenced by the conclusions of the last three port studies.

Hidden costs: Locking the port into its current location until at least 2060 will impose
billions of dollars of road and rail costs on future generations as freight flows
increasingly strain our already congested transport network.

Long-term Impact: Prolonging the status quo until at least 2060 will prevent Auckland
from realising the significant social, economic, and environmental potential we could

achieve by transforming the industrial port zone into a thriving urban environment, as
we've done with Viaduct Harbour and Wynyard Quarter.

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services
Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides
public benefit, within 15 years
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6a. What do you think of these proposals?
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

| don't know

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

| don't know

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
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increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to | don't know
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to

properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate | don't know

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support Do more

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

Investment in our poorer communities to achieve more equitable outcomes.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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Less focus on roads for private transport and more investment in alternative modes
and public transport.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Do not support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

We should be building a city that supports cycling and walking. These enhance our
environment and our health and get people off the road. Raised ped crossings also
protect our most vulnerable. Similarly, TTM already fails to adequate manage risk to
cyclists and pedestrians. This should be a priority in any reforms.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Cycleways and enhancements to support walking and ped safety.

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Reading for cars. This is just burying our head in the sands of yesterday’s solutions to
moving people.

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management

Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding
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Tell us why:

Without a wider agreement on how we fund the effects of climate change, this is
premature, and feels like privatisation by stealth. For example, what mitigations are
prioritised, who gets compensated, how do we ensure decisions are equitable, what
areas need managed retreat? There is no strategic agreement on this so what are we
funding?

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

Tell us here:

Privatisation is likely to lead to a degradation of the asset to maximise profit. And the
idea of a future fund appears to be premature when many strategic decisions on how
we deal with climate change have not been taken.

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.
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This should prioritise public access and space rather than commercial or apartment

development.

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Other

Tell us why:

Reuvisit in 15 years. It is likely there will be massive changes in shipping/climate that

will make the best choice clear.

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Do not support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Do not support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to | don't know
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to

properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden
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Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Fairly Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Very Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space Very Important
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Supporting our community groups with Fairly Important
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Settling in at the new, medium-term location Fairly Important
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Working with the community on activations  Fairly Important
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to Not Important
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Tell us why
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7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget
2024-20347

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more

Water As proposed
City and local development Do more

Environment and regulation As proposed
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Better public transport is a win for those using it and for those not using it (less
congestion).

Id like to have enough faith in Auckland that as soon as public transport is better and
cheaper than driving they will use it instead of driving, but theres still a lot of work.

| am uneasy about chopping funding for walking and cycling as it feels like a political
move (less backlash) rather than a value move. Improving and maintaining walking
and cycling in the more central bits of Auckland per capita cost cannot be anywhere
near as expensive as planning work that never gets done.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Getting long term solutions off the ground. They dont need to be perfect, things can be
left on the table, but buses and the current rail network are not going to be enough
forever.

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Green transport infrastructure. It would be enlightening to see the stats of per person
carbon emissions for a bus, walking and cycling vs a car.

Getting the transport infrastructure 'green' when its probably so much better than
personal vehicles should only be done if it doesnt slow down adoption.

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:
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4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

The need to diversify is understandable, | feel like the push back on selling shares for
this is if it is done in the context of kicking the can down the road.

Given the context of the recent fuel tax changes, climate change and covid, it seems
sensible that Auckland tries to make the income / assets it does control directly more
resilient.

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund
Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?
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Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public

benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Do not support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by

Support
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businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

| don't know

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

| don't know

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

| don't know

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

| don't know

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257?
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| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Fairly Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Fairly Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space Very Important
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Supporting our community groups with Very Important
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Settling in at the new, medium-term location | don't know
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Working with the community on activations | don't know
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to Not Important
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget
2024-20347

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport As proposed
Water As proposed
City and local development Do less
Environment and regulation Do less
Parks and Community Do less
Economic and cultural development Do less
Council support Do less

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

Community events and funding community programmes

156



#6633 -~

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Public transport

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Cycle pathways unless already connected to pathways in the city. We lived on a street
with a cycle pathway that was used less than 10 times in the year after it was built.

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

The stadium needs redevelopment but we shouldn’t spend any more money on it -
selling to fund the redevelopment is a good compromise.

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

It is more economically responsible to spread risk rather than having such a large
amount of shares.

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you

prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

No change — leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the

port operations

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in

Support
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the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Do not support
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Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| do not support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Not Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Fairly Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space Not Important
can respond to growth, making the most of
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what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Supporting our community groups with
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Not Important

Settling in at the new, medium-term location
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Not Important

Working with the community on activations
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Not Important

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Not Important

Tell us why

We need to be smarter about our spending in this economy and these priorities are not
aligned to our city’s most pressing concerns.

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget
2024-20347

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

Public and active transport
Arts

Climate change actions
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1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?
Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Keep the stadium precinct as it is

Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council
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Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services
Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

| don't know
Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

| don't know
Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Do not support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to | don't know
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to

properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate | don't know

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures,
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Very Important

Continuing our environmental work through
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Very Important

Planning for how our parks and open space
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Very Important
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Supporting our community groups with
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Very Important

Settling in at the new, medium-term location
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Fairly Important

minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Working with the community on activations | don't know
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.
Making our parks rubbish-bin free to | don't know

Tell us why

I'm not convinced by removing rubbish bins in parks. | understand the intention but
don't know if there is evidence to show it will work. If there is evidence. | would support

this proposal.

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget

2024-20347

Generally great

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation As proposed
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

The items with long term, strategic impact rather than one off impacts - e.g. complete
upgrades on legacy water/sewage/stormwater systems. add cycleways/bus lanes -
even light rail?
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I'd be happy to pay a small increase to the council for lobbying central government to
contribute more. e.g. GST refunds to add to the overall council revenue.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

Less box ticking bureaucracy. | realise this is driven by a risk averse approach
intended to protect the council against future litigation. But it can be a bit over the top.
Consider other risk mitigation measures such as clients committing not to sue council,
while council could still sue the clients(same philosophy as with ACC)

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:

Auckland's population and traffic will increase steadily over the LTP . Doing less than
the Central proposal would mean a slow descent to Los Angeles and eventually
Cairo/Mexico city. i.e. all main routes will be gridlocked for much of the day with huge
negative economic and business impacts. As a city we need to get ahead of that by
building the necessary infrastructure

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Busways/ferries and cycle ways. Consider a light rail on the Northwest corridor rather
than a busway.

| would definitely change many things about how we execute projects in Auckland (I
have 30 years of mega project experience, mostly overseas) - | expect costs could
easily be halved with a more competent management and governance.

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

No need for a bike ferry between Northcote and Auckland. Very few would use it. |
suggest overriding Waka Kotahi/NZTA and trial allowing the eastern lane for
walking/cycling. It is rather obvious that on normal commuting traffic this would not
make a material difference to traffic flows.
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3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

| don't know

Tell us why:

I'm not clear on whether North Shore residents need a dedicated stadium - if the
connectivity across the bridge was enhanced the existing stadia might be enough for
our city

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding

Tell us why:

The port profitability is tracking towards &gt; $50 million/year or more. This is
approximately what the Auckland Future Fund would return, and the dividend is no
more or less guaranteed than the Investment Fund dividend. (diversified assets with a
range of risks versus stable utility). The current ownership arrangements ensure
Aucklanders have some say in how it develops in the years ahead.

More importantly, selling the asset a) removes the strategic control on what happens
within the port business and b) exposes Auckland/New Zealand to being overcharged
to feed the port company dividend streams. This is exactly what has happened
nationally with ex SOEs, most notably with the power company and oil refinery assets.
The port would be no different.

Also - | have no faith that the council mayor/CFO of the day will not sell down some of
the Auckland Future Fund shares to cover council budget shortfalls during down
cycles. This is what has happened so far with every saleable asset since the Supercity
was formed, most recently with the 7% airport share sale.

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

Tell us here:

The port profitability is tracking towards &gt; $50 million/year or more. This is
approximately what the Auckland Future Fund would return, and the dividend is no
more or less guaranteed than the Investment Fund dividend. (diversified assets with a
range of risks versus stable utility). The current ownership arrangements ensure
Aucklanders have some say in how it develops in the years ahead.

More importantly, selling the asset a) removes the strategic control on what happens
within the port business and b) exposes Auckland/New Zealand to being overcharged
to feed the port company dividend streams. This is exactly what has happened
nationally with ex SOEs, most notably with the power company and oil refinery assets.
The port would be no different.

Also - | have no faith that the council mayor/CFO of the day will not sell down some of
the Auckland Future Fund shares to cover council budget shortfalls during down
cycles. This is what has happened so far with every saleable asset since the Supercity
was formed, most recently with the 7% airport share sale.

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Other

Tell us here:

| suggest the Council could decide between funding council services or investing in the
future fund on a year by year basis - depending on the wider budget position.

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?
Tell us here:

| like the idea of self insurance through a Future Fund. However it is now widely
realised that the funding model for all New Zealand Councils is broken - rates and
minor income streams can't cover the infrastructure and operational costs councils
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now have to cover. The answer has to be a change of the model at national level -
possibly Central Government sharing some GST, or council specific revenue streams
so the budgets can balance without selling strategic assets. The mayor/council
together with other like-minded councils should lobby the government to rectify this
situation.

Also - Auckland/NZ should continue to pursue the idea, previously championed by
Wayne Brown, to integrate Northport into the North Island logistics system. Done
properly it would enhance Auckland port profits and step change economic benefits to
the Auckland region.

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

Done properly (by Eke Panuku or similar) this land should return a lot more revenue to
the council than it does now. And giving access for Aucklanders to our harbour can
significantly enhance the liveability of the city center.

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides
public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:

Done properly (by Eke Panuku or similar) this land should return a lot more revenue to
the council than it does now. And giving access for Aucklanders to our harbour can
significantly enhance the liveability of the city center.

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
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increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

| don't know

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

| don't know

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Support
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Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate | don't know
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

It is now widely realised that the funding model for all New Zealand Councils is broken
- rates and minor income streams can't cover the infrastructure and operational costs
councils now have to cover. The answer has to be a change of the model at national
level - possibly Central Government sharing some GST, or council specific revenue
streams so the budgets can balance without selling strategic assets. The
mayor/council together with other like-minded councils should lobby the government to

rectify this situation.

Local board priorities
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Fairly Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.
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Continuing our environmental work through  Very Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space Fairly Important
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Supporting our community groups with Fairly Important
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Settling in at the new, medium-term location Fairly Important
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Working with the community on activations ~ Not Important
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to Fairly Important
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget
2024-2034?

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development Do more
Council support Do more

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

Better and more frequent public transport
Climate resilience

Public events
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Better responsiveness to complaints

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

No - | want the council to do more

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

We need more raised pedestrian crossings and cycle ways

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Public transport

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

No

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct
Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding

Tell us why:
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Auckland Council should keep its shares in the airport as a critical asset to
Aucklanders, to protect its long term interests

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides
public benefit, within 15 years
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Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the Support
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which | don't know
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse Support
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
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increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.
Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to | don't know

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257?

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Very Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through ~ Very Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
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volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Very Important

Supporting our community groups with
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Very Important

Settling in at the new, medium-term location
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Very Important

Working with the community on activations
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Very Important

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Not Important

Tell us why

The reality is that removing bins just means people will dump their rubbish - it’s better

to have a mix of public rubbish and recycling bins in critical places

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget

2024-20347

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more

Water As proposed
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation As proposed
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

| support further investment into a surface light rail rapid transit network starting with a
route from the City Centre to Mt Roskill, and then further expansion to Onehunga,
Mangere and other transport corridors such as the North-Western and Northern
corridor. Any busway development along the North-Western corridor should be future-
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proofed for surface light rail upgrades. Consistent work over the last decade, reflected
in Auckland Transports Auckland Rapid Transit Pathway 2023 report, has shown that
to effectively address Auckland's congestion issues we cannot rely solely on a bus
network. The busiest bus corridors in our city are already reaching capacity, and the
long-term plan should reflect that reality.

Additionally, | support Auckland controlling its own transport priorities. An “Auckland
Deal” provides the means for central government to support Auckland Council’s
priorities, rather than the other way around. A surface light rail network would provide
opportunities for growth, development, and productivity in the city. | believe this should
be included in the “Auckland Deal” with central government. | urge Auckland Council
and the Mayor to make the development of a surface light rail network, starting with
the City Centre to Mt Roskill line, a priority in such a deal.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

I do not fully support this plan as it does not include investment and commitment to a
surface light rail rapid transit network. Any work on a busway in the North-Western
corridor should be future proofed for surface light rail and there should be commitment
to surface light rail along the City Centre to Mangere corridor, starting with a City
Centre to Mt Roskill line. | worry without this we will not be able to address Auckland's
congestion issues as projected growth in these corridors would require higher capacity
transport modes such as surface light rail.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

| want to see Auckland Council spending more to develop a surface light rail network,
with a City Centre to Mt Roskill line constructed as a priority. There has been
significant design work done by Auckland Transport and Waka Kotahi on surface light
rail pre-2019. Adopting these plans will allow any work to be fast tracked with only
minor updates and improvements needed. From this stage | would support expansion
of surface light rail, such as what is proposed in Auckland Transports Auckland Rapid
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Transit Pathway 2023 report. The line should be expanded to Onehunga and Mangere,
and eventually to other transport corridors such as the North-Western or Northern
corridors, upgrading any busway infrastructure. Staging the development of the
network in this way ensures it remains affordable for Aucklanders and is practical to
build.
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|

Congestion is a major issue in our city that costs Aucklanders time and money. It
restricts our growth and potential. Consistent work done over the last decade has
shown that we cannot only rely on our bus network in our busiest corridors in order to
address our cities transport issues. Surface light rail provides a higher capacity
solution that is affordable, deliverable, environmentally friendly, and will connect
communities in Auckland. It provides a plethora of economic benefits that will create
jobs and help businesses while improving our streetscapes to make our city a better
place to live.

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Keep the stadium precinct as it is

Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund
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4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides
public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) | don't know
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
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increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

| don't know

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Support
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Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Very Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Fairly Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space
can respond to growth, making the most of
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what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Supporting our community groups with
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Fairly Important

Settling in at the new, medium-term location
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Very Important

Working with the community on activations
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Very Important

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Not Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget

2024-20347

8. Do you have any other comments?

| support a surface light rail network as it provides the opportunity to regenerate urban
centres and enables development through a higher capacity transport system.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Proceed with the central proposal

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation As proposed
Parks and Community Do less
Economic and cultural development Do less
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

Pay less

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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Speed pumps and speed reductions, don't limit Street parking and don't start charging
for it in urban areas. Don't reduce rubbish collection to once a forthright. Don't add
more bike lanes.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:

Too many bike lanes slowing down traffic and hardly anyone using them in this
normally very wet city.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Improving roads

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Bike lanes, speed pumps, reduced speed to 30km zones, limit urban parking

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Keep the stadium precinct as it is

Tell us why:

We have No money to spend on it

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

| don't know

Tell us why:
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4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

Don't sell all the assets we can't get them back once sold

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

Profit for the future, don't spend it today when it's needed in the future

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

| don't know
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

| don't know

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
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increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257?

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Not Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through ~ Very Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
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volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Fairly Important

Supporting our community groups with
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Fairly Important

Settling in at the new, medium-term location
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Fairly Important

Working with the community on activations
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Fairly Important

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Not Important

Tell us why

Rubbish ends up all over in the nature and someone having to pick it up surely will
cost more than emptying bins in one location

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget

2024-20347

Stop wasting money on cycle lanes, speed pumps.

Collect rubbish weekly and don't get rid off all the public bins.

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do less
Water As proposed
City and local development Do less
Environment and regulation Do less
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development Do less
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

No

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

Stop funding AT to build raised roading as a traffic management tool
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

1. Speed limits need to be returned to normal - and major arterial roads need to be
strengthened, improved and speed limits increased.

2. Cycles (and busses to some degree) do not have right of movement over other
vehicle types. especially on major and city centre roads.

3. Pot holes need to be addressed urgently. The state of our roads is abysmal. This is
because we are spending transport money on the wrong things - specifically raised
crossings.

4. Nearly every raised crossing needs to be removed. They are increasing pollution,
massively increasing travel time, and damaging everyone's vehicles. By not allowing
emergency services getting to a situation fast they are directly causing loss of life, and
urgent care

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Road independent cycleways like the ones running down the motorways. Use elevated
briges or underground walkways through intersections. This approach works brilliantly
in large cities around the world.

Save the cyclists! This is the only way to safely allow cyclists to move across our
massively distributed city.

This does not mean stupid expenditure like a harbour crossing

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Road cones

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

| don't know
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Tell us why:

I've been there thrice since it opened. To far from me to care

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

Use the NZ Super Fund to manage the investments on the Council's behalf. Their
track record is great

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

Tell us here:

Keep the asset and develop it - keep investing in the port

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund
Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:
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5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

No change — leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the
port operations

Tell us why:

Make the long term money out of the port growth that will happen as a byproduct of the
growth of Auckland and its population over time

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

As above

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Do not support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the Do not support
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Support

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

Support

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden
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Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| do not support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Not Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Not Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space Fairly Important
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Supporting our community groups with Not Important
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Settling in at the new, medium-term location Fairly Important
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Working with the community on activations  Not Important
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to Not Important
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Tell us why

Going rubbish bin free is nuts. People throw stuff from their cars now - what do you
think will happen if receptacles are not provided?
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Just because some people are noisy about cultures and environmental work does not
mean the other 90% should pay for it.

s

It is not the council's job to teach Maori or any language, nor apply environmental
policies above sensible sanitation and hygiene functions.

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget
2024-20347

Unfocused on council fundamentals and function. Volunteers are massively valuable,
and are supported by providing council managed parks and properties for their use.

IT 1S NOT THE COUNCILS JOB TO FUND THE WORK.

8. Do you have any other comments?

Stay centered on core council functions. Do not step outside these tasks. No, no, no to
anything ideology based.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Proceed with the central proposal

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport As proposed
Water As proposed
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development Do less
Council support Do less

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

202



#6674 4>

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management

Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?
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4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public

benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides

public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in

Support
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

| don't know

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Support

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

Support
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6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Fairly Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Very Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space Very Important
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Supporting our community groups with Fairly Important
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Settling in at the new, medium-term location Not Important
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
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investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Working with the community on activations  Fairly Important
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to Not Important
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget
2024-20347

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do less
Water

City and local development Do less
Environment and regulation Do less
Parks and Community Do less
Economic and cultural development Do less
Council support Do less

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?
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Do not support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Keep the stadium precinct as it is

Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding

Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

Tell us here:
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4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services
Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides
public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Do not support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Do not support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Do not support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Support

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of

Do not support
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Fairly Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Fairly Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space Fairly Important
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.
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Supporting our community groups with
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Fairly Important

Settling in at the new, medium-term location
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Very Important

Working with the community on activations
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Not Important

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget

2024-2034?

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more

Water

City and local development

Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development Do more

Council support

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?
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Tell us why:

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding

Tell us why:

Selling the shares a very short sighted idea!

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services
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Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

No change — leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the
port operations

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area
Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?
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7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Proceed with the central proposal

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do less
Water Do more
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development Do more
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

Cycling infrastructure and the reduction of night sky light pollution.
More cycle ways. Safer cycle ways for commuters.

Fewer street lights. Turn them down 25-75% &. Install fewer.
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Install the short ones for pedestrians. Remove lighting from green belt areas or replace
them with low lumin 2200K lamps.
Buy only 2700 Kelvin bulbs or lower for city council infrastructure.
Thanks.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

Nope.

Maybe fewer perks for admin staff, & fewer people earning over $150’000.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:
We have to promote cycling, walking and electric vehicles.
We are literally talking about saving the planet here.

Plus it makes happier and healthier people.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Biodegradable everything.
2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Plastic.

Lawn mowing.

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct
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Tell us why:
It can’t be left to rot.
Don't privatise.
The present structure hasn’t been working.

It needs to become more multifunctional.

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding

Tell us why:

Don'’t sell the airport.

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

Tell us here:

Privatisation leads to injuries and the erosion of worker rights and pay packets.

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

The government and rates need to assist with the future.
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4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?
Tell us here:

Plant more trees and natives, grasses and flaxes.

Let grass areas wild. Let people plant berms.

Pick up more rubbish.

Fine polluters heftily.

Evict environmental criminals from the city.

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

Wharves around the country need to be established to do their bit.

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides
public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:

Auckland era need access to their water. It could be for humble fishing and sailing
boats, for people who can prove they live 9months of the year in Auckland.

6a. What do you think of these proposals?
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Do not allow too much surveillance.

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

AIbert-Eden,Méngere-()téhuhu,Papakura,Whau

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257?

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Fairly Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through ~ Very Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
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and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space Very Important
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Supporting our community groups with Fairly Important
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Settling in at the new, medium-term location = Fairly Important
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Working with the community on activations  Not Important
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to Fairly Important
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Tell us why
It would take a lot of education to stop littering.

Also businesses who sell food that then gets its packaging dumped as rubbish, they
should pay an extra rubbish collector levy.

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget

2024-20347

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipatiki in 2024/2025?

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?
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Investing in the maintenance and renewal
of our parks, playgrounds, recreation

facilities, and other public spaces so they
continue to meet our communities needs.

Supporting a community-led approach for
the delivery of relevant and diverse services
that connect the community

Supporting environmental groups,
community volunteers, and our diverse
communities to carry out environmental
restoration projects, including stream clean-
ups, habitat improvement, native riparian
planting, and pest control.

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline
Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te
Wai Manawa alongside our community to
address the issues caused by flooding and
seawater inundation.

Supporting a community climate activation
programme to support and amplify
community initiatives identified in the
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

Building relationships with local iwi and
mataawaka groups so that Kaipatiki is rich
with Maori identity and culture.

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Kaipatiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

20347

| support all priorities
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Mangere-Otahuhu Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Mangere-Otahuhu in 2024/2025?

Fairly Important

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Strengthen partnerships with local mana Very Important
whenua through project delivery, including
Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David
Lange Park playground and improvements.

Deliver community climate initiatives such Fairly Important
as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Mangere
Bike Hub with our community partners.

Deliver a community-driven safety action Fairly Important
plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour
and addressing local safety concerns
enhancing the overall sense of safety within
our local community.

Improve employment and economic Fairly Important
opportunities through our local economic
broker programme.

Support community-led activations at our It's fun to get the community together.
parks and facilities through our community
grants.

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Mangere-Otahuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-20347?

Papakura Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Papakura in 2024/20257
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| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?
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We know you value the community being
brought together through free events which
we will continue to support including the
Anzac day events. This is particularly
special to our area given the strong military
history in Papakura.

Fairly Important

We will continue to support Maori-led
initiatives and aspirations with Matauranga
Maori (Maori knowledge), including the
Maori Wardens. We also are pleased to
partner with mana whenua in the delivery of
Te Kete Rukuruku project which is the dual
naming and storytelling of our parks and
reserves.

Fairly Important

We have recently been working on
enhancements to the Te Koiwi Reserve
pond and are looking at further work that
can be done in this area.

Very Important

We will continue to support the Takanini
Business Association in their Business
Improvement District (BID) establishment.

Fairly Important

Papakura has a talented and culturally rich
community, and we will continue to
showcase this through the community arts
programme.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Papakura proposed priorities for the 10-year budget

2024-20347
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Whau Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Whau in 2024/20257?

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

SN
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We will work with our partners to build
community capacity, from
climate/emergency preparedness and
community resilience to increased
participation and community capability.

Fairly Important

We will encourage and support
volunteerism and community participation,
especially through environmental and
ecological initiatives around the Manukau
Harbour and foreshore, the Whau River and
its tributaries, and our urban ngahere.

Fairly Important

We will continue to undertake governance-
level engagement and collaboration with
mana whenua and the other west Auckland
local boards.

Fairly Important

We will work with the local BIDs where
possible, to support local economy and to
realise shared goals around climate action,
community connection and belonging.

Very Important

We will consider accessibility and inclusion
across our services, engagement, and
other initiatives.

Very Important

Tell us why
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7c. What do you think of the Whau proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
20347

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport As proposed
Water Do more
City and local development Do less
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do less
Economic and cultural development Do less
Council support Do less

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

More stormwater infrastructure, more wet lands to mitigate flooding

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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Less vanity projects, less hiring expensive contractors, less of unnecessary and
expensive speed humps and road crossing.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:
NA

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

No

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Less on road crossings, speed humps and expensive traffic management that does
absolutely nothing.

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

| don't know
Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding

Tell us why:
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4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

| don't know

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Do not support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Do not support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Not Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Very Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
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and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Very Important

Supporting our community groups with
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Not Important

Settling in at the new, medium-term location
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Not Important

Working with the community on activations
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Not Important

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget

2024-2034?

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport As proposed
Water As proposed
City and local development Do less
Environment and regulation Do less
Parks and Community Do less
Economic and cultural development Do less
Council support Do less

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

Nothing

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

Stop spending money on modifying footcrossing and less road works.
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Don’t support any of the proposal

Tell us why:

Public transport is soo expensive at the moment so people prefer to drive and pay for
fuel rather than use public transport. There is no point improving service when people
can’t afford to use this service. Make public transport fares cheaper than only this
proposal will make sense.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Nothing, everything is so expensive already so can’t afford to spend any more due to
inflation.

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Yes bus fares. Cheaper public transport.

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Keep the stadium precinct as it is

Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding

Tell us why:
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4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

This way people will not have to pay higher rates to fund council projects. As it is
people are struggling with daily life expenses so they don’t need rates increase to add
to the burden.

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Do not support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Do not support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development Do less
Environment and regulation As proposed
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development Do less
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

Auckland transport and watercare are the core services of the council and people need
to pay more to have these improve. Need to stop wastewater flowing into the harbour
and more public transport to reduce congestion.

242



Have _.\
#6714 <7

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

All the local regeneration and economic development needs to stop. We don't have the
money and we just need to wait until we have a surplus before these activities can
continue. The current regional town centres are fine, just maintain them as they are but
do not do any changes.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:

Need more public transport use. Stop traffic calming.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

public transport and associated technology.

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Traffic calming

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Keep the stadium precinct as it is

Tell us why:

We have no money for redevelopment. Its not important and people don't need it.
Maintain the current asset in is current form.

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?
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Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding

Tell us why:

This is a bad idea. It is unrealistic to think a professional fund manager will get a better
return compared to direct ownership. If Auckland council can't get ports of Auckland to
deliver a profit, can a fund manager?

The points about increasing the insurance excess and having lower premiums makes
sense, but this only works once. Once one storm comes through, we have used up the
fund and then what do we do?

Insurance is there to reduce our risk and if anything, we need to ensure we are fully
insured at all times. If the policy costs keep going up, then rates need to go up to
match the increase in costs. If people can't afford to live in a well insured city, they are
free to leave.

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

Tell us here:

Leasing the land is short term thinking. In the current model, we can ensure it is
maintained well and the assets are looked after. As a lease, the company running it will
be incentivised to extract as much value from the assets as they can during their
lease. When it ends, we'll need to fund a huge repair bill which will cancel out the
benefits of the lump sum payment now.

Again, we need to live within our means. If we need more income now to pay for our
costs, raise the rates by 50% or whatever is required. If people can't pay it, they can
move to Invercargill.

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?
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Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

We don't need a fund. We just need to pay the insurance premiums to protect our
assets from risks in the future.

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?
Tell us here:

Disagree. The council has no money to self-insure. If we had huge surpluses and had
reserves to play with, then sure we can self insure. But right now, we have huge debt
and no cash at all, we cannot afford to be even thinking about self-insuring right now.

Try this proposal in 20 years when we have run a surplus.

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

No change — leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the
port operations

Tell us why:

The purpose of the city is to facilitate trade and commerce primarily. If these don't
happen, people's incomes will fall, they will leave and the city will die (Detroit).
Restricting our trade by reducing the size of the port will damage the long term via

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

The purpose of the city is to facilitate trade and commerce primarily. If these don't
happen, people's incomes will fall, they will leave and the city will die (Detroit).
Restricting our trade by reducing the size of the port will damage the long term viability
of the city.
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Also, silo park and Wynyard quarter are not fully developed yet. Lets not talk about
taking port land until we have fully developed the barren dirt over there first.

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the Support
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which Do not support
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse | don't know
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to | don't know
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257?

| do not support any priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Not Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.
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Continuing our environmental work through  Not Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space Not Important
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Supporting our community groups with Not Important
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Settling in at the new, medium-term location Fairly Important
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Working with the community on activations ~ Not Important
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to Not Important
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Tell us why

We have no money. All of this money should go back to council to reduce the debt.

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget
2024-20347

Maintain existing services at their current state. no new initiates for the next 10 years.
All the excess money should pay down debt.

8. Do you have any other comments?

Pay down debt.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support Do more

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

Auckland Council should do more to realise its Climate Plan and Transport Emissions
Reduction Plan. I'd like to see the electric ferries and more electric buses rolled out
asap. Pedestrian and cyclist friendly routes and spaces are lacking near my home so |
lack the confidence to venture far at all on my bike. | would love to have the option of
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converting more of my journeys away from the car. Local speed reductions are great
but at 30 sign is insufficient to cue drivers into the appropriate behaviour. I'd like to see
more investment in street architecture that slows drivers down.

Parts of my neighbourhood were hit hard by the storms of 2023, and | would like to see
the Make Space for Water plans implemented as quickly as possible to provide peace
of mind for residents and local businesses.

This kind of planning and infrastructure is vital to build the resilience of our
communities and so is building community networks. We saw how important
community networks are during Covid lockdowns and in the aftermath of the floods.
Council doesn't necessarily have to do everything for people but it can provide much-
needed co-ordination and support. It seems to me that Auckland has a raging mental
health crisis on its hands after all this trauma and | believe council has a role in helping
our people feel more connected and invested in the future of our city.

| am against reducing council backroom staff levels to the point that they are
overwhelmed and unable to give good advice. As a rapidly growing city in a rapidly
changing global environment we need to be able to attract and retain people with
knowledge and creativity to help us address the very serious issues we face and help
make opportunities for Aucklanders to thrive.

Please prioritise communication and IT systems to improve customer experience -
especially when an issue involves more than one council organisation eg Watercare,
Auckland Transport

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

| feel very, very strongly that Council should stop enabling housing at the edge of the
city where there is no infrastructure. We need a compact city to grow a strong
economy, a lower carbon future and better services for residents. We can't afford to
continue giving an outsized voice to existing residents of well-served central suburbs
to the exclusion of the (many more) future residents that densification would bring.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

| am strongly in favour of capping weekly transport costs at $50. | think it would mean
a fairer sharing of the burden of running our transport network.
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I want to see the City Rail Link completed as soon as possible, so it can supercharge
Auckland's rail services. Yes, they are going to be expensive to operate but | think the
impact is going to be huge - more reliable, frequent and rapid rail services will take lots
of cars off the road. Not to mention the impact of the beautiful stations on our sense of
identity as Aucklanders.

It is vital we continue improving bus, rail and ferry networks for more reliable service.
Aucklanders have already shown how willing we are to use public transport when it is
reliable and convenient. The dual benefits of emissions reduction and congestion
reduction are hard to beat!

Please expand the creation of protected cycle ways and raised pedestrian crossings,
not stop this. Pedestrians and cyclists, many of them children, are not safe on many of
our roads. | believe we must prioritise making our city safer for people and stop
prioritising the flow of private transport - particularly where there is a real alternative.
Prioritising traffic over people in our communities makes it stressful just being out and
about and using local amenities - particularly for older people who may have limited
mobility. For business and trade vehicles, increased public and active transport use
through council investment will reduce congestion, allowing them improved travel
times even with the adjustments | have suggested.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

I would like to see the city rail link completed and the rapid transit network expanded.
We must continue to improve bus, rail and ferry services. We know that fast, reliable
public transport options attract Aucklanders and help us take cars off the roads.

| want to see more money spent on designing our streetscapes to make them safer for
people of all ages - on foot, pushing prams or on bikes/scooters etc.

safety projects around schools and town centres.

| want to see us rolling out electric ferries and more low-emission buses along with the
infrastructure that makes this possible.

| support the Lincoln Road and New North Road corridor upgrades.

I would like to see greater investment in rail: rolling stock, and more support for
ongoing Kiwi Rail track maintenance.

More street trees and rain gardens, please! Shade is becoming more and more
important and we clearly need to make more space for water.
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2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

| think there are areas where council could spend less. For example, instead of
expensive and unnecessary widening of already wide roads like Te Irirangi Drive, we
could use existing space for bus lanes and active modes. The Eastern Busway could
be rescoped to use the existing road corridor and still have room for a cycleway and
footpath. The excess land could then be used for housing.

I do not support the full expansion of the ‘unsealed roads’ programme.

Spend less by not allowing ever more new housing developments on the city fringe
that require us as ratepayers to fund more and more infrastructure and services but
rather encourage increased density in areas already well-served or where the
necessary upgrades are less expensive.

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

| do not supporting continuing to pump money into a facility that is both making a loss
and doesn't work for the local community. If redevelopment costs more than the $33m
it would cost to maintain it as is, | would support the sale of sections of the precinct
that are not needed for community use.

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding

Tell us why:

The airport shares are a strategic asset that has paid good dividends in the past and
will again in the future. Reduced earning performance during the period most affected
by Covid should not be used as a reason to sell.
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| am also concerned that there's nothing to prevent the fund from being whittled down
in time in a reactive way rather than being used strategically to transition to a low-
carbon and resilient economy, and city.

There are currently no ethical parameters for the Future Fund, so it might invest in
companies that exacerbate the climate issues that the fund is designed to address.
Investing in a non-ethical fund may jeopardise council’s access to low-cost
infrastructure loans via Green Bonds.

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

Tell us here:

Leasing the port essentially privatises what is essentially monopoly infrastructure for a
generation or longer. We would lose control over a key part of our waterfront and the
income from its profits ($52M last year). The proposal may also lead to worse
outcomes for workers, and higher costs for New Zealand businesses and consumers.
A ramp-up of port fees, as seen in Melbourne after a similar move, could have a
significant negative effect on the Auckland economy. And private port companies tend
to be based off-shore - so that is where the profits from operating our port will go too.

I'm also concerned that there will not be sufficient maintenance and modernisation in
the latter years of the lease, meaning Aucklanders would have to bear these costs
once the port operations are returned to the city. You only have to look as far as New
Zealand's railways privatisation to see how that plays out.

The Future Fund may be invested in counter-productive assets in terms of climate
change and there is nothing to stop future council's from raiding this kitty to fund things
other than investing in a low-carbon transition.

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:
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Port dividends have always been used to fund council services and | do not support a
reduction in services when the population is getting larger and the challenges are
getting greater. Investing dividends in a future fund is essentially cutting this amount
from the Council's budget. This is not the time for that. This is the time for us to invest
in our people and our infrastructure.

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:
It will open up more of the waterfront space for public enjoyment and events.

Cruise ships could be relocated from Queen’s Wharf, meaning less impact on ferries
and a more amenable space.

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

It would be hugely expensive and environmentally damaging to move port operations
from Bledisloe Wharf, and the port would be less able to return a dividend to council.
We can't have our cake and eat it too!

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
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increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Do not support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

| don't know
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Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate | don't know
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257?

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Fairly Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through ~ Very Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.
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Planning for how our parks and open space Very Important
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Supporting our community groups with Very Important
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Settling in at the new, medium-term location = Very Important
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Working with the community on activations  Fairly Important
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to Very Important
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget
2024-20347

| support all of these suggestions but it would also be nice to see some specific ideas
for the Maungawhau subdivision. In particular I'd like more action in my neighbourhood
to make it more pedestrian and cycle friendly.

8. Do you have any other comments?
| want Aucklanders to enjoy a resilient, healthy, safe and welcoming city. | do not want:

The sale of $300 million of Council community centres, libraries, parks and pools over
ten years

Big cuts in the transport that helps Aucklanders get around- buses, trains, safety
projects and footpaths

Cuts in planned climate action, such as delaying the electrification of buses and ferries

Reduced funding to control pest plants and animals and combat kauri dieback
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| do want:

Community centres, libraries, parks, events and programmes, arts and sports
opportunities

Better transport options including more rapid and reliable electric buses and trains,
road safety initiatives, improved footpaths and cycleways, and safe crossings in town
centres. An example important to me is to make the area of Uptown around the new
Maungawhau CRL station more walkable.

Community environmental initiatives, tree planting, pest control, biodiversity, stream
cleaning and carbon emissions reduction. These are not only important for our
environment but also for building community.

The completion of the central interceptor project so we can reduce sewage outflows in
Meola creek and other parts of Auckland.

| strongly oppose the Mayor’s proposals for privatising the Port operations, selling the
last of the airport shares and establishing the proposed “Future Fund”. Instead

| support reasonable rates rises and sensible borrowing and investing in our people
and our infrastructure NOW.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

Sustainable energy production and climate resilience.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Should continue previously-planned initiatives especially pedestrian crossings and bike
paths.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Walkway and cycle path across the harbour bridge.

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management

Tell us why:

There are other pressing issues in Auckland than a new stadium.

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

| don't know

Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

| don't know
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Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services
Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area
Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Do not support

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,

Support
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Very Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Very Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space Very Important
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.
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Supporting our community groups with Very Important
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Settling in at the new, medium-term location = Fairly Important
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Working with the community on activations  Fairly Important
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to Not Important
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Tell us why

Rubbish and recycling bins are essential for parks and should not assume that people
will take their rubbish home with them. This would result in a decrease in
environmental and climate outcomes.

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget
2024-2034?

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport As proposed
Water As proposed
City and local development Do less
Environment and regulation Do less
Parks and Community Do less
Economic and cultural development Do less
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

A new AT organisation that prioritises getting Auckland moving first. Lose the light rail
focus. Get rid of the CEO, and remove Darby from the board, change the governance
model. Remove Panuku Chair and review board and governance.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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Lell Cycleways, Less subsidising social initiatives best done by the central government

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

| don't know

Tell us why:

I have no confidence in the mayor or the majority of the people he gets advice from on
matters of transport. AT remains a joke, and | have no confidence in it.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Hiring a more capable management team at AT and getting the governance model
right with its board and org focus.

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Transport advisor to the mayor. Consultants/Staff/Councillors that believed removing
cars from Queen St and 30kph speed limits all those people need to go. They do not
act for Auckland.

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

Seems a pointless relic of when Auckland had more than one council and is hardly
used.

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

| don't know
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Tell us why:

We need it, but can we afford it with debt so high? The central government needs to
look at the funding model to help.

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

Tell us here:

The port is profitable now. Why should we have the profits going offshore? Pushing up
the lease cost to meet the mayor's vision will impact our economy and be inflationary.

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

| don't know

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

No change — leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the
port operations

Tell us why:

We are a growing country. We need to grow our port and provide export and import
facilities close to the industry that uses it. Where is the vision to develop this? Our
country relies on exports to fund what we do. The fixation with Northport is crazy. Ad
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5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

Its a port and we need a growth plan around it.

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Do not support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the Do not support
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which Do not support
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. | don't know
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

| don't know

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

| don't know

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

Support

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?
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Celebrating different people and cultures, Not Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Fairly Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space Not Important
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Supporting our community groups with Not Important
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Settling in at the new, medium-term location = Fairly Important
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Working with the community on activations  Not Important
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to Not Important
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Tell us why

Saving the planet is not the job of the local board. That is a central government issue.
Remove tagging faster and prosecute them, beggars at intersections and
supermarkets, 30kph speed limits, and stop building raised crossings. Set up more
cameras for crime prevention.

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget
2024-20347
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Dissapointing

8. Do you have any other comments?

CCO's with the exception of watercare are a discrace. In the previous mayoral and
councillor elections we made it clear as a city that we did not have confidence in these
organisation yet you have done nothing to address the governance, focus or people
running them.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development Do more
Council support Do more

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

Safe cycleways

Alibrary in Point Chevalier
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1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Do not support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

| support more separated cycle ways so our kids can ride safely to school and | can
get to work without being run over.

| like the raised pedestrian crossings as it slows the dangerous drivers down.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Cycleways

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Roads

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management

Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding

Tell us why:
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We shouldn’t sell the family silver

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

Tell us here:

That Aussie crowd that wants to operate the port has a terrible track record in industrial
relations

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

| don't know
Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

| don't know

Tell us why:

I’'m concerned about the emissions impact from trucking goods from other ports, but |
also want a stadium on the waterfront...

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?
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Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides
public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the Support
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which Support
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse Support
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
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the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Very Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
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for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Very Important

Planning for how our parks and open space
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Very Important

Supporting our community groups with
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Fairly Important

Settling in at the new, medium-term location
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Very Important

Working with the community on activations
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Not Important

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget

2024-20347

8. Do you have any other comments?

277

a
>
e

s




o 2\

\.-'4.

SAY

h_]

#6748

a

b

\

Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development Do more
Council support Do more

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Change the operational management

Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding

Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:
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4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides
public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Support

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of

Support
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures,
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Very Important

Continuing our environmental work through
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Very Important

Planning for how our parks and open space
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Very Important
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Supporting our community groups with
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Very Important

Settling in at the new, medium-term location
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Very Important

Working with the community on activations
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Very Important

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

| don't know

Tell us why

Parks should have better signage and public education, including recycling bins, as

this will only encourage littering.

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget

2024-20347

| have not looked at them.

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do less
Water As proposed
City and local development Do less
Environment and regulation Do less

Parks and Community

Economic and cultural development Do less

Council support Do less

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?
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Do not support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

we need to cut spendings and investments

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Council staff number

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

Cut the expenditure

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:
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4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides
public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Do not support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Do not support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Do not support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

| don't know

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

| don't know

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

| don't know

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of

Do not support
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures,
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.
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Supporting our community groups with
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Settling in at the new, medium-term location
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Working with the community on activations
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget

2024-2034?

8. Do you have any other comments?

Cut council operation cost
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water As proposed
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support Do more

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Vital for Auckland's future

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Public transport

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding

Tell us why:

Airport should stay in public ownership

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund
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4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides
public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

2\
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
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increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Support
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Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Very Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Very Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space Very Important
can respond to growth, making the most of
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what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Supporting our community groups with
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Very Important

Settling in at the new, medium-term location
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Not Important

Working with the community on activations
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Very Important

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Very Important

Tell us why

Point Chevalier needs its library repaired/restored on the original site

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget

2024-20347

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

Public transport

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Do not support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Keep the cycleways

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

| don't know

Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

Tell us here:
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4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you

prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

| don't know

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

| don't know

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in

Support
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

| don't know

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

| don't know

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

| don't know

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

| don't know
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6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Not Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Fairly Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space Fairly Important
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Supporting our community groups with Fairly Important
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Settling in at the new, medium-term location | don't know
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
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investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Working with the community on activations  Fairly Important
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to Not Important
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget
2024-20347

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development Do more
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

free transport

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?
Other

Tell us why:

Sell the stadium rights to a business

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding

Tell us why:

keep most of the shares and diversify into clean energy

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council
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Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services
Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

No change — leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the
port operations

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area
Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

| don't know

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Support

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,

Support
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do less
Water As proposed
City and local development Do less
Environment and regulation Do less
Parks and Community Do less
Economic and cultural development Do less
Council support Do less

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

spend less on bloated salaries

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

wage growth
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Don’t support any of the proposal

Tell us why:

too expensive

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

nothing

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

everything

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?
Other

Tell us why:

waste of money

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding

Tell us why:

it is owned by the community not the council
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4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

Tell us here:

it already generates revenue.

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

No change — leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the
port operations

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Do not support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Do not support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Do not support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Do not support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Other
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Other
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| do not support any priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Not Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Not Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
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and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Not Important

Supporting our community groups with
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Not Important

Settling in at the new, medium-term location
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Not Important

Working with the community on activations
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Not Important

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Not Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget
2024-2034?

bloated costs

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water As proposed
City and local development Do less
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development Do less
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?
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Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding

Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

Tell us here:
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4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you

prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

No change — leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the

port operations

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that

Support

315



SN

#6828

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Support

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

Support
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6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Fairly Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Very Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space Very Important
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Supporting our community groups with Very Important
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Settling in at the new, medium-term location Fairly Important
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
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investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Working with the community on activations  Fairly Important
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to Very Important
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget
2024-20347

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Proceed with the central proposal

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport As proposed
Water As proposed
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation As proposed
Parks and Community Do more

Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

none

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

none
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Keep the stadium precinct as it is

Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

Tell us here:
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4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund
Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

No change — leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the
port operations

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area
Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
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we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Support

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

Support
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6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures,
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Very Important

Continuing our environmental work through
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Fairly Important

Planning for how our parks and open space
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Very Important

Supporting our community groups with
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Very Important

Settling in at the new, medium-term location
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to

Very Important
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investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Working with the community on activations  Fairly Important
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to Fairly Important
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget
2024-20347

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development Do less

Council support Do less

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

Public transport

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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Invest in roads less.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Do not support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Invest in public transport only and reduce private car use.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Free public transport for all.

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Investing in transport projects for private cars.

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

I have lives in Auckland for 6 years and never visited the stadium.

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding

Tell us why:
Keep it in the public pocket.
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4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?
Other

Tell us here:

Move the port and redevelop this prime city centre location. Use land value capture to
fund the move and redevelopment.

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

Make Auckland great.

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?
Tell us here:

Invest in schemes that are carbon neutral.

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Other

Tell us why:

Keep making money from the wharves until their is a master plan in place and finding
to redevelop the piers.

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides
public benefit, within 15 years
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6a. What do you think of these proposals?
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Invest to make Auckland carbon neutral.

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| do not support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Not Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
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for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Fairly Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space Fairly Important
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Supporting our community groups with Not Important
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Settling in at the new, medium-term location Not Important
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Working with the community on activations  Not Important
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to Fairly Important
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Tell us why
Invest in Newton Road and make it safe for pedestrians and cyclists.

Address the connectivity issues and the community segregation created by the state
highway and poor quality over bridge on Newton Road.

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget
2024-20347

Invest in Newton Road and make it safe for pedestrians and cyclists.

Address the connectivity issues and the community segregation created by the state
highway and poor quality over bridge on Newton Road
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8. Do you have any other comments?
Invest in Newton Road and make it safe for pedestrians and cyclists.

Address the connectivity issues and the community segregation created by the state
highway and poor quality over bridge on Newton Road
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback
1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Other

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do less
Water As proposed
City and local development Do less
Environment and regulation As proposed
Parks and Community Do less
Economic and cultural development Do less
Council support Do more

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

I would like the council to be more transparent regarding what spend is going where,
and to justify the amount they are asking rate payers to pay more for.

Specifically, | would like the rubbish collection service to stay the same as it is.
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1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

Pay upper management less. There should be a cap on that kind of salary, and salary
should not be an incentive to work for the council.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Don’t support any of the proposal

Tell us why:

Spending seems to be extremely frivolous in regard to transport. We seem to be
paying huge amounts for more traffic, and minimal increases to safety.

Spending more money on public transport over the last few years has only seem to
make things worse, and less reliable.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

None.

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Safety humps and traffic lights.

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

| don't know

Tell us why:

If has little effect on me however this changes.

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?
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Tell us why:

Is a council supposed to be run like a business, attempting to maximise profit? Having
more funding sounds good, however | don't think this has ever paid it's people back in
the form of reduced rates. If anything, it only funds projects and never opex.

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

| don't know

Tell us here:

Both options lead to ratepayers paying more, which | heavily dislike.

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

I'd like to know how things would be impacted if there were no increases to ratepayers.

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

| don't know

Tell us why:

334



5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

| don't know

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Other

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

| don't know

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing

Support
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the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| do not support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Fairly Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
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for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Not Important

Planning for how our parks and open space
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Not Important

Supporting our community groups with
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Fairly Important

Settling in at the new, medium-term location
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Not Important

Working with the community on activations
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Not Important

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Not Important

Tell us why

| think taking away bins is only increasing the amount of trash is appearing around. Not
only is the council reducing public bins, but reducing the amount bin collection occurs.
Can they justify why, and what their goal is by doing so?

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget

2024-20347

They are not specific enough for me to say they are important enough to support.

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation As proposed
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development Do more
Council support Do less

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

More for the arts, especially performing arts

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Efficient roads are important for public transport as well as cars. Excessive speed
bumps risk lives.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

People who know what they're doing....

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Change the operational management

Tell us why:

Community facilities should be for the community

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

The ports inhibit developing downtown for community use to make it more appealing to
local and tourists

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides
public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Fairly Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Very Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
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and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Very Important

Supporting our community groups with
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Very Important

Settling in at the new, medium-term location
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Fairly Important

Working with the community on activations
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Very Important

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Not Important

Tell us why

Rubbish bins are essential

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget

2024-20347

Don't know

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more

Water As proposed
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation As proposed
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?
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Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:

Public transport is always a big part in getting people to places. Improving public
transport will help lower traffic conditions especially in rush hour and be more
convenient for those who rely on it.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?
2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management
Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal
Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

Tell us here:
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4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you

prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

No change — leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the

port operations

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual

Support
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programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

| don't know

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Other

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Other

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

Support
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6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Very Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Very Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space Very Important
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Supporting our community groups with Fairly Important
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Settling in at the new, medium-term location = Very Important
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to

348



i AANS

SAY

s

#6909

investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Working with the community on activations  Not Important
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to Fairly Important
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget
2024-20347

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Proceed with the central proposal

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport As proposed
Water As proposed
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation As proposed
Parks and Community Do more

Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

Support for Social Housing

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:

Continue support for public transport as fully as possible

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

| don't know

Tell us why:

North shore residents have voting priority

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:
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4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides
public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Very Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Very Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space Fairly Important
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

354



YOUR
SAY

e

#691

Supporting our community groups with
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Very Important

Settling in at the new, medium-term location
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Very Important

Working with the community on activations
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Fairly Important

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Not Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget

2024-2034?

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Proceed with the central proposal

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport As proposed
Water As proposed
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation As proposed
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

No

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

No
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:

Focus should be on improving public transport

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

No

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

No

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

Better use of assets

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

Better use of assets

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

Better business decision

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

Lesser rate increase than if investing in Auckland Future Fund.

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?
Tell us here:

Concerned that there needs to be some legal safeguards so future Councils can't fritter
Auckland Future Fund away.

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

Good idea as long as it's not a stadium!

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

No

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Fairly Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
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for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Fairly Important

Planning for how our parks and open space
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Fairly Important

Supporting our community groups with
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Not Important

Settling in at the new, medium-term location
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Not Important

Working with the community on activations
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Not Important

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Not Important

Tell us why

| don't support getting rid of rubbish bins in parks. This is idealistic. People will just
leave their refuse on the ground if there are no bins.

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget
2024-20347

Support most

8. Do you have any other comments?

No
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

| don’t know

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support Do more

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?
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Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:
Raised calm crossing make people angry - think of better solutions

City needs better management

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Cycleways, public transport, the parnell sink hole where workers do not seem to be
answerable and have no sense of urgency - like old fashioned public servants at their
worst

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Council ceo and management

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

| don't know

Tell us why:

I live in the city and do not spend time on Nth Shore nor at sports matches

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

Airport should stand on own two feet

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund
Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

Auckland needs waterfront that locals and visitors can be proud of

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides
public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

| don't know

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Other

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

| don't know

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

| don't know

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate | don't know
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Very Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Very Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
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and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Very Important

Supporting our community groups with
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Very Important

Settling in at the new, medium-term location
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Fairly Important

Working with the community on activations
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Fairly Important

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget

2024-2034?

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water As proposed
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Infrastructure for electric transportation: bikes, buses, and cars.

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

Community space for sports is important, but | worry that commercial entities are
taking advantage of council resources without fair payment.

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council
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Tell us here:

Time and time again it has proven disastrous to allow private ownership of essential
infrastructure. It is a common good that should NOT be run for profit.

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
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increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Support
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Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Not Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Very Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space Fairly Important
can respond to growth, making the most of
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what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Supporting our community groups with
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Fairly Important

Settling in at the new, medium-term location
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Fairly Important

Working with the community on activations
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Fairly Important

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Not Important

Tell us why

Removing bins from parks is a terrible idea. It will not 'minimise waste', it will result in
rubbish and dog poo littered all over the place.

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget

2024-20347

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do less
Water As proposed
City and local development Do less
Environment and regulation Do less
Parks and Community Do less
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support Do less

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?
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Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

It is unnecessary to raise the bicycle lanes and sidewalks, and this can be done later
when there is sufficient budget.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Change the operational management

Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

| don't know

Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:
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4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

| don't know

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides
public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

| don't know

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of

Support
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures,
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.
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Supporting our community groups with
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Settling in at the new, medium-term location
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Working with the community on activations
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget

2024-2034?

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development Do less
Environment and regulation As proposed
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development Do more
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?
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Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management

Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding

Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

Tell us here:
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4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services
Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides
public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Do not support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Do not support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

| don't know

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Do not support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to | don't know
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to

properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate | don't know

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures,
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.
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Supporting our community groups with
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Settling in at the new, medium-term location
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Working with the community on activations
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget

2024-2034?

8. Do you have any other comments?

385

r ]
h_J

s



b A\

\.-'4.

h_]

#7003

a

b

\

Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water As proposed
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation As proposed
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development Do more
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?
Public transport needs upgrading and pay drivers more to recruit them.

EV initiatives

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Roads and cars

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council
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Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund
Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area
Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Do not support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation As proposed
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

| support further investment into a surface light rail rapid transit network starting with a
route from the City Centre to Mt Roskill, and then further expansion to Onehunga,
Mangere and other transport corridors such as the North-Western and Northern
corridor. Any busway development along the North-Western corridor should be future-
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proofed for surface light rail upgrades. Consistent work over the last decade, reflected
in Auckland Transports Auckland Rapid Transit Pathway 2023 report, has shown that
to effectively address Auckland's congestion issues we cannot rely solely on a bus
network. The busiest bus corridors in our city are already reaching capacity, and the
long-term plan should reflect that reality.

Additionally, | support Auckland controlling its own transport priorities. An “Auckland
Deal” provides the means for central government to support Auckland Council’s
priorities, rather than the other way around. A surface light rail network would provide
opportunities for growth, development, and productivity in the city. | believe this should
be included in the “Auckland Deal” with central government. | urge Auckland Council
and the Mayor to make the development of a surface light rail network, starting with
the City Centre to Mt Roskill line, a priority in such a deal.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

Auckland City Council should defund all diversity and cultural awareness staff training
programs and events.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

I do not fully support this plan as it does not include investment and commitment to a
surface light rail rapid transit network.

Any work on a busway in the North-Western corridor should be future proofed for
surface light rail and there should be commitment to surface light rail along the City
Centre to Mangere corridor, starting with a City Centre to Mt Roskill line. | worry
without this we will not be able to address Auckland's congestion issues as projected
growth in these corridors would require higher capacity transport modes such as
surface light rail.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

| want to see Auckland Council spending more to develop a surface light rail network,
with a City Centre to Mt Roskill line constructed as a priority. There has been
significant design work done by Auckland Transport and Waka Kotahi on surface light
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rail pre-2019. Adopting these plans will allow any work to be fast tracked with only
minor updates and improvements needed.

From this stage | would support expansion of surface light rail, such as what is
proposed in Auckland Transports Auckland Rapid Transit Pathway 2023 report. The
line should be expanded to Onehunga and Mangere, and eventually to other transport
corridors such as the North-Western or Northern corridors, upgrading any busway
infrastructure.

Staging the development of the network in this way ensures it remains affordable for
Aucklanders and is practical to build.

Congestion is a major issue in our city that costs Aucklanders time and money. It
restricts our growth and potential. Consistent work done over the last decade has
shown that we cannot only rely on our bus network in our busiest corridors in order to
address our cities transport issues. Surface light rail provides a higher capacity
solution that is affordable, deliverable, environmentally friendly, and will connect
communities in Auckland. It provides a plethora of economic benefits that will create
jobs and help businesses while improving our streetscapes to make our city a better
place to live.

Additionally, we need to invest money in services, infrastructure and, if necessary,
facilities that will promote the safety of passengers on our public transport network. |
have, from time to time, felt unsafe as a passenger while travelling on public transport.
More training and support should be given to clippies and drivers to promote safety
and a zero tolerance attitude taken to people who make others feel concerned for their
personal safety.

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

| would spend less on road improvements and allocate the funding to mass-transit.

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

| don't know

Tell us why:

| can't easily access North Harbour Stadium from where | live (Kingsland). | am
unlikely ever to use it as a result. | have no view about its future one way or another.
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4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding

Tell us why:

The driver for this proposed sale is short-term impecuniosity. This will have to be
managed in other ways as, long term, it is vital that ACC maintains some direct
influence over this critical piece of infrastructure.

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

| don't know
Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

Profits from existing infrastructure should be applied to fund future infrastructure. The
reason such infrastructure exists is primarily to improve Auckland's economy. It is not
to subsidise council services. By focusing on improving Auckland's economy, the rate
base will naturally improve. This in turn will allow for a greater provision of other
services.

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:
5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?
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No change — leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the
port operations

Tell us why:

These old wharves are not very valuable as public spaces. They are hard to access for
most Aucklanders and, being wharves, require significant expenditure to maintain.
They should be used for what they were designed for and greater thought given to the

pr

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

These old wharves are not very valuable as public spaces. They are hard to access for
most Aucklanders and, being wharves, require significant expenditure to maintain.
They should be used for what they were designed for and greater thought given to the
provision of public spaces in the areas where Aucklanders actually live.

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) | don't know
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.
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Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

| don't know

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

| don't know

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

Support

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?
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Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Not Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Fairly Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space Fairly Important
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Supporting our community groups with Very Important
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Settling in at the new, medium-term location Fairly Important
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Working with the community on activations  Not Important
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.
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Making our parks rubbish-bin free to Not Important
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Tell us why

Minimising waste by eliminating rubbish bins in parks seems dogmatic and unreflective
of reality.

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget
2024-20347

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development As proposed

Environment and regulation

Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development Do more
Council support Do more

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

More available subsidised housing for seniors. Investment in water infrastructure so
we don't end up like Wellington and other cities.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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Paying the huge salaries of council members.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

| feel that the city receives enough money to maintain the roads etc, however, spends
it on other less important things then comes back and asks for more money? Do we
not pay enough taxes to fund the infrastructure here in AKL? Where is all our tax
money going/

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Affordable Housing for those who cannot afford the ridiculous price of houses
nowadays?

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Council salaries.

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Keep the stadium precinct as it is

Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding

Tell us why:
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4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

Makes sense to me?

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Very Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Very Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
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and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Very Important

Supporting our community groups with
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Very Important

Settling in at the new, medium-term location
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Fairly Important

Working with the community on activations
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Very Important

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Very Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget

2024-2034?

| support most of them.

8. Do you have any other comments?

Not at this time
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development Do more
Council support Do more

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

increase public transport and give incentives to get people onto it

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:

Can we stop mucking around and get on with it. Make this city great again!!

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

This stadium is very local a-nd terrible for big events - keep it local..

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding

Tell us why:

lose whatever control of Auckland airport we have and have them muck us around
even more- madness!!

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

No change — leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the
port operations

Tell us why:

Auckland needs to retain its ports to be a functioning city - like any other port town.

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

as above

6a. What do you think of these proposals?
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Fairly Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Very Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
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and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Very Important

Supporting our community groups with
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Very Important

Settling in at the new, medium-term location
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Very Important

Working with the community on activations
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Very Important

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Very Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget

2024-2034?

8. Do you have any other comments?

Thanks for asking our opinions...
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support Do less

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

Better public transport infrastructure and choices. This is supposed to be an
international city? Also better CBD - it's an embarrassment.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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Less wasted time on roading projects.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

| support more public transport but | don’t support Auckland Transport not regulating all
the millions of traffic plans we have around the city. | believe government should pay
more for Auckland - we will continue to house a quarter of the country, if not more.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Public transport - fast, reliable, clean buses with friendly drivers!

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

We have to be forward thinking - Auckland houses quarter of the country and is the
only international city. We cannot keep going as we are and the ratepayer base is only
going to get smaller as housing becomes unaffordable.
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4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

| don't know

Tell us here:

| don’t honestly know what the best option is - | want this land redeveloped so that
Auckland has a harbour it is proud of.

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

| don't know

Tell us here:

I'd like the port precinct redeveloped

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

This is a jewel of Auckland - it's ugly and unused currently.

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides
public benefit, within 15 years
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257?

| do not support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Not Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.
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Continuing our environmental work through
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Very Important

Planning for how our parks and open space
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Very Important

Supporting our community groups with
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Not Important

Settling in at the new, medium-term location
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Fairly Important

Working with the community on activations
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Not Important

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Very Important

Tell us why

Pt Chev and Mt Albert centres desperately need development - they are growing areas
and not fit for purpose. Focus on getting facilities right first.

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget

2024-20347

I'd like to see a lot more focus on town centre redevelopment, reducing crime and

improving bus and train travel.

8. Do you have any other comments?

416

02

|




b A\

\.-'4.

h_]

#7030

a

b

\

Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water As proposed
City and local development Do less
Environment and regulation Do less
Parks and Community Do less
Economic and cultural development Do less
Council support Do less

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

public transport / less traffic

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

| don't know

Tell us why:

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

| don't know

Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding

Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

| don't know

Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?
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Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund
Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

| don't know
Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

| don't know
Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Do not support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

| don't know

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Support

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

Support

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?
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7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport As proposed
Water Do less
City and local development Do less
Environment and regulation Do less
Parks and Community Do less
Economic and cultural development Do less
Council support Do less

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?
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Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Keep the stadium precinct as it is

Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding

Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:
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Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

SN

#7051 <7

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

No change — leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the

port operations

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Do not support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that

Support
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we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Do not support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

| don't know

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

Support
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6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Waiheke

Waiheke Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Waiheke in 2024/20257?

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Delivering core council operational Very Important
services, such as mowing, track and facility
maintenance, and the library.

Programmes which protect, restore, and Fairly Important
enhance the island’s natural environment,
and initiatives that provide opportunities for
community connectedness, capability and
resilience.

Working with our community and Fairly Important
businesses to progress actions within the
Waiheke Island Climate Action Plan.

Progressing recommended actions within Fairly Important
the Waiheke Local Parks Management Plan
and the Rangihoua Reserve and Onetangi
Sports Park Reserve Management Plan.
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Working with mana whenua and | don't know
mataawaka to identify and respond to their
needs and aspirations.

Capital projects including the Tawaipareira | don't know
Reserve playground.

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Waiheke proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
20347

There needs to be some improvements to the footpaths next to roads.

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Proceed with the central proposal

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport As proposed
Water As proposed
City and local development Do less

Environment and regulation As proposed
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?
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Support all of the proposal
Tell us why:
2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?
2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

Auckland has more large outdoor regional stadiums than it needs. North Harbour
Stadium is not used often enough by commercial events so is costing the city too
much to maintain. It isn't financially responsible to keep spending ratepayer money on
an asset that is underutilised. Any major events attracted to the venue will simply shift
revenue from other Council owned stadiums, not generate new revenue for the city.
The North Shore community will be better served by a stadium which is fit for purpose,
affordable and is used more often by more people.

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal
Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

429




YOUR
SAY

Tell us here:

o\~
#7059 <7

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you

prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public

benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by

Support
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Support

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,

Support
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Very Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Very Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space Very Important
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.
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Supporting our community groups with
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Fairly Important

Settling in at the new, medium-term location
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Fairly Important

Working with the community on activations
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Not Important

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Very Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget

2024-2034?

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation As proposed
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development Do less
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

public transport, i'd happily pay more rates (or taxes) to subsidise public transport to
bare minimum

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

need to keep building cycleways and safe walking area

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

public transport

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

roads

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund
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Tell us here:

do you expect that at the end of the lease period the port will have to move?

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides
public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

o\~
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) | don't know
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
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the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

| don't know

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

| don't know

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

| don't know

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

| don't know
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Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate | don't know
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Proceed with the central proposal

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

Auckland Council should provide more support for under-served communities (such as
women, ethnic communities, rainbow communities, people with disabilities,
neurodiverse people) through grants and funding that is accessible and sufficient.

| also want Aotearoa and Auckland to do more in terms of public infrastructure
investment. Everything is about cars and roads. This is very unsustainable, costly for
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families and the Government, inefficient especially with traffic congestion, and very
backwards not making the most of technology that is available. | want to see
investment in public transport routes and infrastructure.

| also want to see better water infrastructure in Aotearoa and Auckland. Our water
infrastructure has not kept up with the population. Over time there will be more
emergencies related to this including unswimmable beaches and undrinkable water.
This needs to be prioritised.

Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you

could pay less?

Please convince Wayne Brown to resign. He is not the right person to lead Tamaki
Makaurau and he should not be so arrogant holding onto this position when others can
do a much more transformative job.

| think it is also important to consider what working with this current Government
means. National, Act, and NZ First have demonstrated that they do not know how to
collaborate, are not aligned in terms of values and policies, and perhaps due to this,
they do not have the best interests of New Zealanders at heart. Be careful deciding
how Auckland Council would like to collaborate with them, especially if they are only
around for one term (hopefully).

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

| don't know

Tell us why:
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4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

| don't know

Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

No change — leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the
port operations

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?
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Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the Support
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which Support
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse | don't know
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257?

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Very Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.
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Continuing our environmental work through
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Very Important

Planning for how our parks and open space
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Very Important

Supporting our community groups with
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Very Important

Settling in at the new, medium-term location
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Fairly Important

Working with the community on activations
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Fairly Important

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Very Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget

2024-20347

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

Improving public transport, cycling and walking tracks

Flood protection
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Protection of natural environment and expansion of restoration e.g. wetlands, and
clearing rubbish and enhancing waste areas

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

Less focus on car drivers and roads.

Perhaps introduce a congestion charge for CBD. Increase parking fees

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

| think proposal is basically good. Love the idea of capped prices. However, please
continue with cycleways and encouragement for people to use public transport, cycle
or walk.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?
Cycleways.

Could you make bus and train travel free???

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

No

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management

Tell us why:

Sounds like a white elephant... perhaps could be developed for other uses. This are
has an expanding population and so | expect there will be more use over time and a
pity to give up on it now.
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4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

This would mean keeping the asset and possibly making money from it, though I'm not
sure what you make from the port now.

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

There are going to be a lot of climate change related costs in future, You need a fund
to pay for this.

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?
Tell us here:

no

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?
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Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.
Tell us why:

It would be nice to have a useful waterfront - like Wellington, always an enjoyable
walk...

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides
public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:

Don't really have anything to do with Bledisloe, but as above-- nice to have a
waterfront for the public

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Other
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.
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Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Other

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Support

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

Support

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Happy to pay for faster water improvement.

Don't see why schools should be charged more- they need all the money they can get.
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Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Fairly Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Very Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space Very Important
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Supporting our community groups with Fairly Important
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Settling in at the new, medium-term location = Very Important
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.
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Working with the community on activations | don't know
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to Very Important
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Tell us why

I'm committed to improving our local environment. Important for biodiversity and the
health of the community.

The PQOint Chev library was a great resource for the community. | didn't borrow books
but used the services offered e.g. JPs

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget
2024-20347

Pretty good, especially environmental work.

| work with a restoration group and have found councillors helpful
8. Do you have any other comments?

| think you should speed up the process of making Auckland flood-proof. Otherwise it
is going to cost a lot more in damage reparations.

451



Mo —Q\N

YOUR e
#7085 <=

Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Proceed with the central proposal

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport As proposed
Water Do more
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation As proposed
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development Do more
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

More for emergency services such as an ambulance/ st johns
Better 111 emergency response times

Better healthcare overall
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1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

Lower our rates please

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:

Economics - travel affects to cost of living.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Trams - reintroduce electronic ones

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Open up queen street for traffic please

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

Too much waste of space

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:
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4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

As above

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

What's in it for the people.

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Tell us why:
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6a. What do you think of these proposals?
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Other

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Other
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate | don't know
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Franklin Local Board Path Targeted Rate - Other

Don't raise rates please.

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development Do more
Council support Do more

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

Roads to include cycling options.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

| don’t support stopping the previously planned initiatives.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Cycleways
2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

| don't know
Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding

Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

| don't know
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Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides
public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

| don't know

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

| don't know

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

| don't know

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

| don't know

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,

Do not support
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Very Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Very Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space Fairly Important
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.
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Supporting our community groups with
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Very Important

Settling in at the new, medium-term location
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Fairly Important

Working with the community on activations
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Very Important

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Very Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget

2024-2034?

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do less
Water As proposed
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation Do less
Parks and Community Do less
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support Do less

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

Reduce Auckland transport funding for speed reduction
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Streamline and reduce traffic management plans that cost so much money and disrupt
the city

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:
To many speed restrictions and speed reducing measures in city at moment.

There should be some cycleways but it seems over the last few years cycleways have
been put in too many places taking over too many roads

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Look at using technology to have viable speed zones in areas - for example 30km
down Symonds St during University hours makes sense but it does not make sense
outside University hours and during holidays.

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Cycleways and speed reduction signs and raised crossings

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management

Tell us why:

Stadium is under-utilised and a significant cost to the ratepayers. Need changes to
make the land more productive and the costs to the ratepayer more efficient.

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Other
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Tell us why:

Invest the dividends paid by the Airport into an investment fund while maintaining
ownership of the asset.

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

Tell us here:

Lease of Port is unlikely to provide significantly more to Auckland than investing the
dividends over the 35year period. If the Port is leased to a large overseas company
such as ports in Australia it is likely there will be significant job losses and quite
possibly continuous employment disputes leading to strikes as seen often at the
Australian ports.

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

Council needs to cut their cloth as all businesses and households have over the last
number of years. There appears to be very little efficiency gained since the
establishment of the Super City and there appears far too much wastage at the council
and at the various CCO's.

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?
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Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public

benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Do not support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by

Support

466




oN=T

#7100 <F

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Support

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

Support

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water As proposed
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

Support ANY alternatives to driving. Building more roads will make car traffic worse. To
improve traffic there needs to be viable, safe, enjoyable alternatives, whatever they
are. Cycling, walking, busses, trains all need significant investment over expanding the
road network.
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1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

Build less highways, overpasses, parking garages, and other infrastructure that
promotes car-dependent infrastructure.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Raised pedestrian crossings and cycleways are very important to the network. They
will seem to have low usage in the short term, but in the long term, pedestrian and
cycle infrastructure leads to a more financially AND environmentally sustainable city.
Once a critical level of safe, pleasant-to-use cycle and walking infrastructure is in
place, many people will switch to these modes as seen in many European cities.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Pedestrian infrastructure, Cycling infrastructure, Public transport.

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Motorway expansion, and other large car-centric infrastructure projects.

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management

Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal
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Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services
Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

| don't know
Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

| don't know

Tell us why:
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

| don't know

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

| don't know

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to | don't know
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate | don't know
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Very Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Very Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
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and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Very Important

Supporting our community groups with
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Very Important

in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Settling in at the new, medium-term location | don't know
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to

investigate what the long-term library

solution might be and how we will fund it.

Working with the community on activations | don't know

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget

2024-2034?

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport As proposed
Water As proposed
City and local development Do less
Environment and regulation Do less
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development Do less
Council support Do less

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

No - Auckland Council should only be focusing on its core activities and cease and
desist all other activities e.g. roading is important but Auckland Transport needs to
immediately cease with their traffic calming costs. They are excessively costly and
unnecessary.
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1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

Less traffic calming, less culture activities, less sponsorship, and a 25% reduction in
people costs. This is a cost issue that needs to be addressed and not a revenue
issue.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Do not support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

AT strategy is flawed as mass transport systems need high density of users (people) to
be commercially viable. Auckland has a low density population and the public
transport will never be economically viable. As a rate payer | am ashamed of the
wasteful spending that has been happening over recent years.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Another harbour crossing that incorporates vehicles, bikes and pedestrians.
2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?
Traffic calming - a complete waste of rate payers money.

Restricted traffic zones - another failed initiative.

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Keep the stadium precinct as it is

Tell us why:

North Auckland needs a sporting precinct.
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4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

This is a source of revenue to Council that will offset future increases in rates.

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?
Other

Tell us here:

Auckland Council is not in the business of either owning or operating a Port company.
The strategy here is to optimise the use of the underlying land where the Port
company is moved and the land is sold for residential development (similar to the
Wynyard Quarter). Preferential treatment should be given to the purchaser of the Port
Company to allow a new port to be developed without the current bureaucracy.

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Other

Tell us here:

N/A Auckland Council has proven itself incompetent is operating the Port of Auckland.
It needs to divest and allow another entity to operate it in a profitable manner.

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

Divest the Ports of Auckland.
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5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Other

Tell us why:

This land should be privatised. Auckland Council and/or Ports of Auckland are not
good managers of these assets.

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Other

Tell us why:

Divest to private interests and allow a new sports stadium to be built.

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Do not support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the Do not support
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to

477




oN=T

#7133 F

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Support

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

Support

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden
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Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| do not support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Not Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Not Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space Not Important
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Supporting our community groups with Not Important
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Settling in at the new, medium-term location Not Important
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Working with the community on activations  Not Important
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to Not Important
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Tell us why

Stop these non-core council activities. Focus on the core and reduce headcount by
25%.
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7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget
2024-20347

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport As proposed
Water As proposed
City and local development Do less
Environment and regulation Do less
Parks and Community Do less
Economic and cultural development Do less
Council support Do less

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

More resilient Public transport, Light Rail.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Do less on roads and more on public transit network.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Public transport

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Roading

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

Not great location, no great access to public transport.

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding

Tell us why:

No clear benefit for doing so.

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund
Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides
public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Do not support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Do not support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Do not support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Do not support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Do not support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Fairly Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Fairly Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
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and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Fairly Important

Supporting our community groups with
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Not Important

Settling in at the new, medium-term location
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Not Important

Working with the community on activations
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Very Important

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Not Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget

2024-2034?

8. Do you have any other comments?

486

a
>
e

s




AAN
#7153 <

)

I

Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Proceed with the central proposal

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

- Noise control: Have regulations for less noise everyday between 5_6pm - 12
midnight (Mon-Fri)

-Weekends - strictly - 12:30 midnight max,
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- Noise control includes Neighbours barking dogs; dogs need to be trained not to bark
all hours.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

Less rubbish collection weekly changed to every fortnight for both red/blue.

Less park maintenance - gates to lock park spaces overnight.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Less cones on the road if we had an efficient/ enviromentally friendly transport system.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Better transport system

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Running my car

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Change the operational management

Tell us why:

Greater use by the community is a more beneficial way of optimising whats already
there. There an addition bonus to that as it serves the community more efficenly by at
having more events there.
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4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

| like the idea of spreading the risk of council's investment over a range of assets.

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

- Generating funds is vital to pay for council services, this mean keeping rates down.

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

Climate change will continue, the future in uncertain, we don't want flooding to occur or
any other climate effects/changes.

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?
Tell us here:

The council should maintain a small percentage of shareholding at all times.

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?
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No change — leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the
port operations
Tell us why:

I've got a feeling some investment companies will build more skyscrapers on the

waterfront!!

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

| don't know

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

| don't know

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

| don't know

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

Support

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

All Good, Thanks.

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden
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Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures,
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Supporting our community groups with
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Settling in at the new, medium-term location
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Working with the community on activations
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Tell us why

Caring for the environment and the community is a plus.
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Also keeping CAB funded is a must!
Advocating for more green spaces. walk/better transport connection.

- Less construction of mega building infrastructure in the neighborhood is a priority to
have green space that the council is offering

Better drainage for storm water.

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget
2024-2034?

8. Do you have any other comments?

Housing/ infrastructure should be top priority as AKL grew quickly and infrastructure
took time to catch up.

Less catching up time required. development of base services needs to go hand in
hand with housing development/less construction in dense areas is required as well
please.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development Do less
Environment and regulation Do less
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development Do less
Council support Do less

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

Fix trains, make them reliable all year round

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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Pay less to smaller communities, for example pay less of ethnicities to have their new
years, or celebrations,....

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Multiple story car parks for shopping malls should become mandatory

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Pay less to smaller communities, for example pay less of ethnicities to have their new
years, or celebrations,....

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?
Other

Tell us why:

Close it down, why all Auckland has to pay more rates to keep that stadium for a
particular area "North Shore"??? close it down and save the money to make Eden
park stadium for robust and add more seats to Eden park. Invest on one good stadium
for Auckland, not on multiple of them. We cant afford to keep all stadiums.

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:
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4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides
public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Do not support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Do not support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Not Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Fairly Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
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and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Very Important

Supporting our community groups with
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Not Important

Settling in at the new, medium-term location
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Not Important

Working with the community on activations
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Not Important

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Not Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget
2024-2034?

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport As proposed
Water As proposed
City and local development Do less
Environment and regulation As proposed
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development Do more
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

More safe shared spaces, as | know city parks can be fairly dangerous at night

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:

| think having a solid transport network makes it easier for those doing less well of to
thrive

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Having more public transport is a priority for me

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Keep the stadium precinct as it is

Tell us why:

I think it can support everything it needs to currently, with bigger games and events
being able to go to Eden Stadium or similar

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding

Tell us why:

| do think that's an irreversible thing that can often be used to undermine
government/council power, which | don't think is a good thing here. | would prefer
higher rates to cover that
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4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

| don't know

Tell us here:

I'm unsure at how strategically beneficial this is long term

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

Council services seem to be core to a lot of things, and money there is important

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

Having council-owned ports seems to be a good thing, and a long-term resource

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides
public benefit, within 15 years
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Tell us why:

It's nice to have more things that can benefit the public directly instead of indirectly

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the | don't know
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which Support
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse Support
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257?

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Very Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.
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Continuing our environmental work through  Very Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space Very Important
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Supporting our community groups with Very Important
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Settling in at the new, medium-term location Fairly Important
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Working with the community on activations  Very Important
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to Not Important
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Tell us why

| think rubbish bins are very important

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget
2024-20347

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Proceed with the central proposal

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more

Water As proposed
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation Do more

Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

More cycling infrastructure

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

Road development
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Do not support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Cycling is the way forward for the health of people and the environment - please do not
sacrifice these sustainable gains for short-sighted road developments

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Getting cars off roads

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Things that enable more cars

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management

Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

| don't know

Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides
public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

| don't know

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to | don't know
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Fairly Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Very Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
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and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Very Important

Supporting our community groups with
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Fairly Important

Settling in at the new, medium-term location
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Not Important

Working with the community on activations
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Not Important

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget

2024-2034?

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback
1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

I'm absolutely prepared to pay more for fast tracking the infrastructure deficit that has
been built up over many years - particularly in regard to public transport and the
storm/wastewater network. We have no more time to address the climate crisis and
we have to be brave and bold NOW, even if it costs more.
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1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

No - you're doing a good job and | don't want to see services that people rely on cut.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

| support all efforts to make public transport faster, more reliable and easier to use, but
I would like to go further - ideally making public transport free. | also support more
cycleways and supporting active transport and would be willing to pay more in rates to
facilitate it.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

As above - public transport/mass rapid-transit and cycleways.

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Anything that incentivises the use of fossil fuel powered private motor vehicle or trucks.

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management

Tell us why:

NHS as it is, is a white elephant that is expensive and underutilised. Absolutely
maintain or expand the community use functions, but not the stadium itself as
Auckland is too small for so many stadia and this one is simply in the wrong place.

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

513



#7206 4>

| don't know

Tell us why:

| don't know enough about the relative pros and cons of this proposal, although | am
supportive of a long term investment fund which can contribute to Auckland's needs
over time.

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

Tell us here:

I am keen to see the Port continue to be fully controlled by Council. Given the pivotal
location of the Port and its potential to be an environmental force for good or bad
depending upon how it's run, | was to see it maintained in public ownership so that the
operators are answerable to Aucklanders.

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

| don't know

Tell us here:

Ideally | would like to see it invested in the Fund, but if that would mean cuts to
services in the here and now, | would prefer to see it used to fund council services.

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?
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Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.
Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

| don't know

Tell us why:

Ideally the port would not be occupying such prime, waterfront land, but | also don't
want to see climate emissions increase from more road freight being required. | would
prefer waiting to transfer Bledisloe wharf until such time as the rail network has been
upgraded or alternative fossil-fuel-free methods of transporting goods have been
implemented.

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Other
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the Support
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
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reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

| don't know

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

| don't know

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

Support

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden
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Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Very Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through ~ Very Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space Very Important
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Supporting our community groups with Fairly Important
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Settling in at the new, medium-term location Fairly Important
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Working with the community on activations  Fairly Important
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to Very Important
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Tell us why
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| am supportive of any plan to reduce rubbish, but I'm not convinced that getting rid of
bins gets rid of rubbish. | would prefer to see some limited rubbish bins, with
companion recycling bins, to prevent littering.

s

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget
2024-20347

They look good to me - love this Local Board area!

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation As proposed
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

Cycle ways, pedestrian precincts, to reduce dependence on cars, increase public
transport use.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

| would prefer cycle ways are not stopped.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Cycle ways, pedestrian precincts.

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Car parks.

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct
Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding

Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services
Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides
public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

| don't know

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

| don't know

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to | don't know
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate | don't know
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Very Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Very Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
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and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Very Important

Supporting our community groups with
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Very Important

Settling in at the new, medium-term location
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Fairly Important

Working with the community on activations
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Fairly Important

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Not Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget

2024-2034?

Don't know.

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do less
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

Traffic management including reliable public transport and improvements for
bottlenecks for cars

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management

Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

Tell us here:
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4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund
Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area
Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
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programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Do not support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to | don't know
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to

properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.
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6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

s

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development Do more
Council support Do more

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

| support further investment into a surface light rail rapid transit network starting with a
route from the City Centre to Mt Roskill, and then further expansion to Onehunga,
Mangere and other transport corridors such as the North-Western and Northern
corridor. Any busway development along the North-Western corridor should be future-
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proofed for surface light rail upgrades. Consistent work over the last decade, reflected
in Auckland Transports Auckland Rapid Transit Pathway 2023 report, has shown that
to effectively address Auckland's congestion issues we cannot rely solely on a bus
network. The busiest bus corridors in our city are already reaching capacity, and the
long-term plan should reflect that reality. Additionally, | support Auckland controlling its
own transport priorities. An “Auckland Deal” provides the means for central
government to support Auckland Council’s priorities, rather than the other way around.
A surface light rail network would provide opportunities for growth, development, and
productivity in the city. | believe this should be included in the “Auckland Deal” with
central government. | urge Auckland Council and the Mayor to make the development
of a surface light rail network, starting with the City Centre to Mt Roskill line, a priority
in such a deal.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

| do not fully support this plan as it does not include investment and commitment to a
surface light rail rapid transit network. Any work on a busway in the North-Western
corridor should be future proofed for surface light rail and there should be commitment
to surface light rail along the City Centre to Mangere corridor, starting with a City
Centre to Mt Roskill line. | worry without this we will not be able to address Auckland's
congestion issues as projected growth in these corridors would require higher capacity
transport modes such as surface light rail.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

| want to see Auckland Council spending more to develop a surface light rail network,
with a City Centre to Mt Roskill line constructed as a priority. There has been
significant design work done by Auckland Transport and Waka Kotahi on surface light
rail pre-2019. Adopting these plans will allow any work to be fast tracked with only
minor updates and improvements needed. From this stage | would support expansion
of surface light rail, such as what is proposed in Auckland Transports Auckland Rapid
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Transit Pathway 2023 report. The line should be expanded to Onehunga and Mangere,
and eventually to other transport corridors such as the North-Western or Northern
corridors, upgrading any busway infrastructure. Staging the development of the
network in this way ensures it remains affordable for Aucklanders and is practical to
build.
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Congestion is a major issue in our city that costs Aucklanders time and money. It
restricts our growth and potential. Consistent work done over the last decade has
shown that we cannot only rely on our bus network in our busiest corridors in order to
address our cities transport issues. Surface light rail provides a higher capacity
solution that is affordable, deliverable, environmentally friendly, and will connect
communities in Auckland. It provides a plethora of economic benefits that will create
jobs and help businesses while improving our streetscapes to make our city a better
place to live.

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?
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Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
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reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden
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Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| don't know

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Very Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through ~ Very Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space Very Important
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Supporting our community groups with Very Important
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Settling in at the new, medium-term location Fairly Important
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Working with the community on activations  Fairly Important
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to Not Important
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Tell us why
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7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget
2024-20347

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport As proposed
Water Do more

City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation As proposed
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support Do more

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

| am an ex Mangere resident and still affiliate with whanau but seeing main roads by
wasting space for cycle lane which hardly use by the locals is a total failure which that
pool of money could have use to build a facility where family could get more therapy
and to help with parenting is the step forward in tackling all the social issues in our
lower economic communities.
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1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

We have parks everywhere which is great but people still trash and vandalized it which
cost more.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Do not support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Better systems will reduce people that do not need vehicle for work during the day
helps reduce carbon dioxide and less traffic. Many parents drop children off to school
but only live 5 minutes from school.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

More public transport survey to help reduce cars on roads

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

To take away the 2 ans 3 lanes it's a total nightmare

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

Seeing less people going to main events

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal
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Tell us why:

| like change but people around the table in making decisions should consider all.

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

For further developments for bright future

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

To enhance the future of the ports.

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?
Tell us here:

Status quo

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:
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For future references

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides
public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:

For the next generation of baby boomers

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the Support
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which Support
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Do not support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257?

| support most priorities
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Very Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Very Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space Very Important
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Supporting our community groups with Very Important
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Settling in at the new, medium-term location = Very Important
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Working with the community on activations  Very Important
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to Very Important
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget
2024-20347

Good
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8. Do you have any other comments?

Should hold public awareness of residents

543

S
#7246




e 2\

\.-'4.

SAY

h_]

#7248

a

b

\

Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport As proposed
Water As proposed
City and local development Do less
Environment and regulation Do less
Parks and Community Do less
Economic and cultural development Do less
Council support Do less

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?
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Tell us why:

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

| don't know

Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund
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Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to

Support
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reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Do not support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Support

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?
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8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback
1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Proceed with the central proposal

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development Do less
Environment and regulation As proposed
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development Do less
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

Finishing CRL

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

Paying the Mayor
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Want to see public transport and safer roads

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Finishing CRL

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Wages for the Mayor

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

| don't know

Tell us why:

I never use the stadium p

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding

Tell us why:

Too much money management costs
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4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

| think shipping will decline

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

We need to find services

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?
Tell us here:

| do not support Future Fund

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

No change — leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the
port operations

Tell us why:

Don’t see benefit if change

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area
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Tell us why:

Don’t see another better use

6a. What do you think of these proposals?
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Do not support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Do not support
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257?

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Very Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.
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Continuing our environmental work through  Fairly Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space Very Important
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Supporting our community groups with Fairly Important
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Settling in at the new, medium-term location Fairly Important
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Working with the community on activations ~ Not Important
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to Not Important
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget
2024-2034?

Ok

8. Do you have any other comments?

No
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation As proposed
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development Do less
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

no

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

Dont put the rates up
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:

If you want us not to drive cars improve transport
2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?
2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Change the operational management

Tell us why:

So it has greater use its not used often enough now

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

| don't know
Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund
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Tell us here:

Lessen the rates increase
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4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you

prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

No change — leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the

port operations

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by

Do not support
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

| don't know

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Do not support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Do not support

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,

Do not support
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Very Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Very Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space Very Important
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.
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Supporting our community groups with
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Very Important

Settling in at the new, medium-term location
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Very Important

Working with the community on activations
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Very Important

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Very Important

Tell us why

All good for community

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget

2024-20347

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development Do more
Council support Do more

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

Sustainable transport initiatives, such as cycleways and public transport projects.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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Car centric infrastructure changes and urban sprawl that will lead to more costs into
the future.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Do not support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

The cycleways and raised pedestrian crossings are important projects that should not
be stopped.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

We need to spend more on electric buses and infrastructure that supports zero
emissions, such as cycleways.

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Dynamic lane changes that tries to bandaid traffic for single occupant vehicles.

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Keep the stadium precinct as it is

Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:
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4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides
public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Very Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Very Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
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and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Very Important

Supporting our community groups with
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Very Important

Settling in at the new, medium-term location
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Very Important

Working with the community on activations
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Very Important

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Very Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget

2024-2034?

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport

Water Do more
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do less
Economic and cultural development Do less
Council support Do less

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

Reduce the number of councillors on huge salaries
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

| don't know

Tell us why:

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

No

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Council salaries, reduce the number of over-paid councillors.

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Keep the stadium precinct as it is

Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

| don't know

Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

Tell us here:
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4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Other

Tell us here:

Rate rebate to citizens

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides
public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) | don't know
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Do not support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development Do more
Council support Do more

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

Cycle ways

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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New roads

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Do not support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Cycle lanes give people a safe, cost effective alternative to driving - reducing pollution,
congestion and improving health outcomes

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Cycle lanes and public transport. Reinvestigate light rail

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Roading projects

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Keep the stadium precinct as it is
Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

My suburb suffered immensely during the January floods. We are woefully unprepared
for the next one

573

2N\

e
-

P
===



#7324 \%’

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

This city needs a lot of money spent on it

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides
public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Very Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Very Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
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and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Very Important

Supporting our community groups with
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Fairly Important

Settling in at the new, medium-term location
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Fairly Important

Working with the community on activations
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Fairly Important

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Very Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget

2024-2034?

Upgrade storm water infrastructure

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development Do more
Council support Do more

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

Transport initiatives including safe pedestrian and cycleways.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Support public transport being more reliable and the introduction of capped weekly
fares.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Raised pedestrian crossings, cycleways, safe cycle networks, new PT networks, road
safety improvements for all road users (including pedestrians and cyclists), and road
reallocation projects which reallocate space to PT and / or cycleways.

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Road widening projects

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding

Tell us why:
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| would rather the money is spent on infrastructure at this time. | also don't agree with
further airport share sales so do would want a minimum threshold for and
shareholdings to be placed on any strategic assets in the fund.

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

Tell us here:

| don't agree with the establishment of the Auckland future fund.

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

I think | best use of money is to use it to invest in our services as that is where the
money is needed now.

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

Agree that some land should transferred so it can be used for public benefit
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5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

Until a decision is made on the future of the Auckland port its better to keep it within
the port operational area. Transporting additional volume of goods by road or rail will
be costly maintenance wise along with the decrease in revenue.

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the Support
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which Support
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

581




SN

#7325

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Support

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

Support

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden,Puketapapa,Waitakere Ranges

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257?

| support most priorities
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Very Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Very Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space Fairly Important
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Supporting our community groups with Fairly Important
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Settling in at the new, medium-term location Fairly Important
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Working with the community on activations  Fairly Important
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to Fairly Important
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Tell us why

The priorities are a bit vague and not very specific. It would be good to have more
specific priorities that the local board will be focussing on and using the funding for.

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget
2024-20347
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The priorities are a bit vague and not very specific. It would be good to have more
specific priorities that the local board will be focussing on and using the funding for.

Puketapapa Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Puketapapa in 2024/2025?

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Invest in opportunities to support local Fairly Important
community leadership.

Invest in climate change response Very Important
initiatives and support volunteer groups
working on local environmental restoration /
protection and climate action programmes.

Consider our investment in facilities and Very Important
services to see if there are opportunities to

do better.

Support initiatives that improve and Very Important

encourage walking and cycling
opportunities.

Help coordinate and support local business  Very Important
groups.

Tell us why

It's important to support alternative transport modes and support local businesses to
ensure the local community is well connected, people can move around and there are
opportunities for local employment.

7c. What do you think of the Puketapapa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget
2024-20347

| support the local opportunities and they work well together.
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Waitakere Ranges Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Waitakere Ranges in 2024/2025?

Would be great for Waitakere range to be a recognised dark sky sanctuary. Community
resilience is very important, especially due to the remote locations of so many
communities and how badly they have been affected by flooding / storm events.
Resilience of

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Initiatives to support community resilience | support all priorities
and safety.

Progress priority actions from the Waitakere Very Important
Ranges Local Climate Plan (currently under
development).

Restoration and enhancement of significant = Very Important
ecological areas on local parks and in buffer
zones around the regional park.

Operating grants for arts and culture Very Important
programmes delivered by our community
arts partners, such as Te Uru.

Continue to activate library spaces with Fairly Important
programmes, services and events.

Operating grants to support Glen Eden and  Fairly Important
Titirangi Community Houses.

Invest in our relationship with mana Fairly Important
whenua, Te Kawerau a Maki.

Initiatives to support youth/rangatahi. Very Important
Progress an application for Waitakere Fairly Important
Ranges Heritage Area to become a dark
sky place.

Tell us why

Fairly Important
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7c. What do you think of the Waitakere Ranges proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-20347?
Some of the priorities are a bit vague and could be more specific.

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Proceed with the central proposal

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do less
Water As proposed
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation Do less
Parks and Community Do less
Economic and cultural development Do less
Council support Do less

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

Maintain playgrounds.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

No need to have libraries open 7 days a week ,
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Cycle way projects need to stop by AT.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Do not support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Stop the raised crossings. And cycle ways. Reduce bus services on routes with little
or no customers. We all see some buses with no passengers.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

Get rid of it and save money. We don’t need x3 major stadiums at present. North
Harbour is not used for NRL or Super rugby or International events.

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:
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Sell more shares in AKInd airport to reduce debt. The ratepayers want change and the
rates at present are becoming too steep.

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

Need to reduce costs and rates for local rate payers.

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

We have an amazing waterfront. Let developers and new investments use this space.

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?
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Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides
public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the Do not support
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which Do not support
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse Do not support
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
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the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Not Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
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for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Fairly Important

Planning for how our parks and open space
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Very Important

Supporting our community groups with
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Not Important

Settling in at the new, medium-term location
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Fairly Important

Working with the community on activations
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Not Important

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Very Important

Tell us why

No more spending on people with different cultures. Everyone needs to get along and
no one culture has any more importance than others.

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget

2024-20347

Cut unnecessary spending.

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback
1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Proceed with the central proposal

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development Do less
Environment and regulation Do less
Parks and Community Do less
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support Do less

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

Improved roading and roading services. Downtown parking.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

Arts and libraires services need to be reduced.
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

All good - however rapid transport needs to be removed.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Roading for private cars and parking services

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Rapid transport

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Keep the stadium precinct as it is

Tell us why:

If removed we would never get a facility like this back.

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal
Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund
Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area
Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Do not support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Do not support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

| don't know

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

596




AN
#7345

e
we

|

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| do not support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Not Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Fairly Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
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and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Fairly Important

Supporting our community groups with
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Not Important

Settling in at the new, medium-term location
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Not Important

Working with the community on activations
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Not Important

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

The ones | don't supports make no sense and have no tangible outcome targets. Just

money pits.

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget

2024-20347

Poor and show little to no economic reality.

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development Do more
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

continue spending on cycleway infrastructure

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

cycleways and safe pedestrian areas, fixing roads

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

carparks, building new roads

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council
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Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides
public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Do not support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

| don't know

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Support

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,

Support

602




oN=T

#7373 F

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures,
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Fairly Important

Continuing our environmental work through
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Very Important

Planning for how our parks and open space
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Very Important
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Supporting our community groups with
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Very Important

Settling in at the new, medium-term location
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Fairly Important

Working with the community on activations
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Fairly Important

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

| don't know

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget

2024-2034?

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do less
Water Do less
City and local development Do less
Environment and regulation Do less
Parks and Community Do less
Economic and cultural development Do less
Council support Do less

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

Children with work permits are charged as international students

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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Reduce government departments and personnel, reduce wages and the number of
immigrants

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Do not support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Only supports tax cuts and spending cuts

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Any increase in spending in any area would be unacceptable.

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

All options for reducing spending are supported, especially shutdowns and layoffs of
government programs and departments.

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Keep the stadium precinct as it is

Tell us why:

The money saved can be used to reduce interest rates.

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding

Tell us why:
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So far, no government-run projects have had any positive effects, and people’s lives
have become worse.

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

Tell us here:

It is just that the new interest groups are dividing up the profits. It is not obvious what
benefits it will bring to the people, and it will cause chaos in the excessive construction.

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Other

Tell us here:

Inject funds into schools that are struggling, especially good traditional schools

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?
Tell us here:

Immediately stop the further introduction of new workers. Due to the significant
increase in the number of work visas, the unemployment rate of local residents and
citizens is high and wages have fallen.

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

No change — leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the
port operations

Tell us why:
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The original is good

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

The original is good

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Do not support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Do not support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the Do not support
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which Do not support
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support
Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse Do not support

collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Do not support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Do not support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Do not support any tax increase plan

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

8. Do you have any other comments?

We strongly oppose the mayor's plan to increase congestion charges on Highway 1
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Albert-Eden

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport As proposed

Water Do more

City and local development

Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support Do more

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

Auckland Council should be doing more of delivering core services well. Better road
maintenance, is an example.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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Use ratepayers' money less wastefully. For example, stop wasting money on
excessive "safety" measures such as traffic calming humps on quiet streets that get
little traffic. Reducing overkill on road works traffic management and having 75% fewer
road cones would be good .

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Do not support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

While it is good to be investing in improved public transport, don't punish car drivers
(e.g. congestion charging) when the public transport is currently in such a poor state.
Don't cap public transport fees. Convenience rather than cost is a key motivating factor
for many people.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Maintain roads and footpaths to a good standard. | find it highly ironic that money is
being wasted on traffic slowing measures on quiet roads while some roads and
footpaths are in poor condition.

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Don't get rid of level crossings unless you put in place means for pedestrians and
cyclists to cross the tracks. Put a halt to needless safety measures (i.e. on roads that
have had few incidents). Stop getting rid of car parking and parking buildings. In other
words, invest in things that make this city a pleasant and convenient place to live in.

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

| don't know

Tell us why:
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4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding

Tell us why:

I do NOT support selling / divesting any public assets. Auckland Council absolutely
needs to maintain control of all public assets and invest in improving them even if that
means taking on more debt / putting rates up.

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

No change — leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the
port operations
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| can't see how the public would benefit from the wharf land becoming housing, for
example. And we don't need more commercial development on the waterfront given
there is plenty already. Best to leave the land with POAL so they can utilise the space

form

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Do not support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

| don't know
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

| don't know

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

| don't know

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

| don't know

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

Support

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Spend MORE not less on water quality improvement.

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden
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Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257

| do not support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures, Fairly Important
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Continuing our environmental work through  Very Important
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space Very Important
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Supporting our community groups with Fairly Important
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Settling in at the new, medium-term location = Very Important
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Working with the community on activations  Not Important
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to Not Important
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Tell us why

Getting rid of rubbish bins in parks won't improve environmental and climate outcomes;
it will simply lead to more litter.
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7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget
2024-20347

8. Do you have any other comments?

* | do NOT support Council voting Tupuna Maunga Author