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#6559
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: Devonport-Takapuna

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 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.

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

Introduce congestion charges.
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Cycle ways need investment to reduce traffic congestion.

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

Cycle ways.
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:

Stadium is an under utilised asset but should remain.

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:

Aucklanders need rates relief.

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:

Auckland needs investment and other revenue streams are needed.

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:

Prime land would be of social and economic benefit to Aucklanders. A more desirable
city if this land was a public space.

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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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 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 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.
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properties and boundaries.

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

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

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?

Waitemata

Waitemata Local Board Priorities

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

| support most priorities

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

Deliver a new civic space at 254 Ponsonby
Road.

Fairly Important

Complete detailed design of Leys Institute
remediation and seismic strengthening, and
progress physical works.

Fairly Important
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Phased delivery of improvements for Heard
Park.

Fairly Important

Deliver services and programmes that
support youth activation, leadership, and
wellbeing, particularly in Newmarket.

Fairly Important

Develop programmes that improve
perceptions of safety within the City Centre,
and our town-centres.

Very Important

Support local communities to develop
Emergency Planning & Readiness
Response Plans.

Very Important

Seek opportunities to promote and
celebrate heritage places in Waitemata
including making digital content and place-
based stories more accessible.

Very Important

Tell us why

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

2024-20347

8. Do you have any other comments?




#6568
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: Devonport-Takapuna

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?

More public transport particularly ferries connecting to the north shore.

Devonport lake road needs to add at least one additional lane which switches direction
depending on morning or evening traffic.
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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

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

| don't know
Tell us why:

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

Lake road upgrade and public transport in general
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:

Investment returns and control of our critical entry point is essential. Relinquiousing
council influence at aial is a mistake.

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

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.

Support
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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

| don't know
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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?

Devonport-Takapuna

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Devonport-Takapuna in

2024/20257?

| do not support most priorities

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

Progress the detailed business case and
delivery of a new library and community
hub in Takapuna.

Very Important

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local
Parks Management Plan that will guide
decisions on the use and management of
our parks and open spaces.

Fairly Important

Implement priority actions from the
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

Fairly Important

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest
to Maori including the restoration and
improvement of Te Uru Tapu.

Fairly Important

Invest in the delivery of key events in our
town centres to support local businesses

Not Important
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and showcase our area to visitors and
locals alike.

Continue to renew and improve community
facilities including the playground at Achilles
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities
at Becroft Park.

Fairly Important

Continue support of our valued art partners
who provide a wide range of programmes,
exhibitions and live productions and
performances.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

Lake road is the biggest problem for devonport. If you can't obtain a fix the rest is just

nonsense.

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347

Lake road.

8. Do you have any other comments?

Lake road please make it at least 3 lane.
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#6584
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: Devonport-Takapuna

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 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?

Reduce costs by 25% or increase productivity by 50%. The organisation is highly
inefficient, overstaffed, bureaucratic and does not provide. Alice for money.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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Spend less time talking and more time doing

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Don’t support any of the proposal

Tell us why:
A pipe dream
I have zero confidence in the. Council’s ability to deliver anything on time or on budget.

Auckland transport should be abolished and Auckland infrastructure handed to central
government

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

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

Auckland transport fixation with speed bumps, traffic cameras, abolishing parking
facilities.

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

Change the operational management

Tell us why:

Integrate operations with the other stadiums in auckland

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

14
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Tell us why:

Auckland council is incapable of managing such a fund. Does not have the skills and
will fritter the money.

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

Tell us here:

Get out of port operations. The council has not expertise in this sector and should
focus on the basics of what a. Council should do:

Provide a working infrastructure

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:

Pay the proceeds back to Auckland'’s the ratepauero

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?
Tell us here:

Auckland should be right sized to provide the basic ire service efficiently and
effectively

The productivity rate at the. Council is at the level of a third world country

It is bureaucratic, slow, not customer centric and lacks capability in an increasingly
digital world

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

15
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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) 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
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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.

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,
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.

Do not 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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#6592
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: Devonport-Takapuna

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 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?
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Support all of the proposal
Tell us why:

Agree to stop investing in non essentials like cycle ways and raised crossings.
2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Ensure the public transport works and remains cost effective. No price increases.

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

Cycle ways

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

Sell the land to pay for improvements

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:

Sell the airport. Make it privately owned and bag the cash

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:

Would consider selling the land too

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.

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 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?

8. Do you have any other comments?
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#6596
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: Devonport-Takapuna

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 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?

Yes, better public transport and cycle ways towards a modern urban environment.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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I would like to see Council exploring devolved ways of managing areas where it does
not have the core skills (e.g., managing public leisure facilities).

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,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 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?

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:

The ports' location is a major drawback to a city that promotes itself as a livable city
and a worldwide tourist destination. My preference would be to relocate it in entirety.

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.

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
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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?

Devonport-Takapuna

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Devonport-Takapuna in

2024/20257?

| support most priorities

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

Progress the detailed business case and
delivery of a new library and community
hub in Takapuna.

Very Important

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local
Parks Management Plan that will guide
decisions on the use and management of
our parks and open spaces.

Very Important

Implement priority actions from the
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

Fairly Important

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest

Fairly Important
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to Maori including the restoration and
improvement of Te Uru Tapu.

Invest in the delivery of key events in our
town centres to support local businesses
and showcase our area to visitors and
locals alike.

Very Important

Continue to renew and improve community
facilities including the playground at Achilles
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities
at Becroft Park.

Very Important

Continue support of our valued art partners
who provide a wide range of programmes,
exhibitions and live productions and
performances.

Very Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347?

8. Do you have any other comments?
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#6606
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: Devonport-Takapuna

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?

Speed bumps, cycle lanes, cone usage and traffic lights, especially just before a
roundabout
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

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?

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

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).

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 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?

Devonport-Takapuna

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Devonport-Takapuna in

2024/20257?

| do not support most priorities

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

Progress the detailed business case and
delivery of a new library and community
hub in Takapuna.

Not Important

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local
Parks Management Plan that will guide
decisions on the use and management of
our parks and open spaces.

Not Important

Implement priority actions from the
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

Not Important

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest
to Maori including the restoration and
improvement of Te Uru Tapu.

Not Important

Invest in the delivery of key events in our
town centres to support local businesses

Fairly Important
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and showcase our area to visitors and
locals alike.

Continue to renew and improve community  Not Important
facilities including the playground at Achilles
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities
at Becroft Park.

Continue support of our valued art partners  Fairly Important
who provide a wide range of programmes,
exhibitions and live productions and
performances.

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna 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: Devonport-Takapuna

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 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?

Yes, STOP building those hugely expensive raised pedestrian crossings.

Reduce council staff numbers.
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Public transport buses running empty at off-peak times. Should the frequency be
reduced at these times.

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

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

Off peak buses to be reduced.

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

Change the operational management

Tell us why:

It's a huge cost to maintain the stadium. I've never used it and dont know many who
do.

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:

AIAL is costing way too much to maintain. Sell, sell, sell.
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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 lease 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?

| 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.

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).

| 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.

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?

Devonport-Takapuna

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Devonport-Takapuna in

2024/20257?

| support most priorities

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

Progress the detailed business case and
delivery of a new library and community
hub in Takapuna.

| don't know

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local
Parks Management Plan that will guide
decisions on the use and management of
our parks and open spaces.

Fairly Important
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Implement priority actions from the
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

Not Important

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest
to Maori including the restoration and
improvement of Te Uru Tapu.

Not Important

Invest in the delivery of key events in our
town centres to support local businesses
and showcase our area to visitors and
locals alike.

Fairly Important

Continue to renew and improve community
facilities including the playground at Achilles
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities
at Becroft Park.

Fairly Important

Continue support of our valued art partners
who provide a wide range of programmes,
exhibitions and live productions and
performances.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna 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: Devonport-Takapuna

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 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

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

Large events, free events.
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Do not support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

| live on the north shore. Despite what people in local council think and AT think,
people on the shore will and do want to use public transport. However, the feeder
buses are poor - no one looks at the feeder buses timetable from around the Bays at
peak times as an example. Further, it is awful trying to get a bus home from 5pm after
getting off the Nx1 or NX2. If you actually bothered to put yourself in the shoes of the
customer, in this example - north shore commuters, you would look at the number of
buses travelling through routes at peak periods. You would also accept many people
on the shore end up driving to work because urban planner idealists recommended no
multilevel car parks at NX 1 and NX 2 bus stations . So | don’t support examples of
poor transport ideas that largely cater for city suburbs.

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

Buses on the feeder routes so you had a hub and spoke model that actually functioned
well for people . | can only speak for the north shore. | do know around city suburbs
there are more. | can’t speak for south and east.

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

Cycle ways if pedestrians aren’t factored in. Painting primary school area in bright
colours . It’s confusing for kids especially. City rail link hoarding and scrim , just use the
same one. That was a lot of wasted money

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

Other

Tell us why:

Sell. Unfortunately, When you amalgamated Auckland, its need decreased.
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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:
It's shortsighted.

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

Tell us here:

Stop threatening to increase rates as the only alternative. Scrap all these events and
urban realm ideas. Focus on getting the basics right.

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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Unfair to reduce the scale and council more likely to mismanage land

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

Generates revenue

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).

| 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.

Do not support
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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.

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 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?

Devonport-Takapuna,Hibiscus and Bays

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Devonport-Takapuna in

2024/20257?
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Progress the detailed business case and
delivery of a new library and community
hub in Takapuna.

Not Important

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local
Parks Management Plan that will guide
decisions on the use and management of
our parks and open spaces.

Not Important

Implement priority actions from the
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

Fairly Important

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest
to Maori including the restoration and
improvement of Te Uru Tapu.

Very Important

Invest in the delivery of key events in our
town centres to support local businesses
and showcase our area to visitors and
locals alike.

Not Important

Continue to renew and improve community
facilities including the playground at Achilles
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities
at Becroft Park.

Not Important

Continue support of our valued art partners
who provide a wide range of programmes,
exhibitions and live productions and
performances.

Not Important

Tell us why

You need to get basics right eg better public transport for the north shore, not have art
as a focus and then see us all drive into work. Further, there is nothing wrong with

Takapuna library.

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347




#6679

| think it's created by people in a place of privilege who don’t know the realities of what

is actually important to most people.

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities

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

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

Our People — create opportunities that
support connectedness, diversity and
inclusion in our community.

Our Environment — focus on initiatives that
increase tree canopy cover, improve water
health and provide for resilient and low
carbon communities across Henderson-
Massey.

Our Community — ensure the maintenance
and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local
services and spaces meet the needs of our
diverse communities.

Our Places — support initiatives that
improve walking and cycling opportunities.

Our Economy — continue to support the
Western Initiative to deliver the Youth
Connections programme.

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Henderson-Massey proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347

| support most priorities
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Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/20257

Fairly Important

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

Support the development of community led
resilience networks in our area, so our
community and organisations will know who
does what, where to get information and
how to help, including in emergencies.

Fairly Important

Support and advocate for further protection
of our sea, soil and fresh water from
contamination and sedimentation through
methods such as re-naturalisation, or
daylighting.

Fairly Important

Engage with our community and key
stakeholders, including mana whenua, on
the future uses of our undeveloped
reserves, and older established ones,
including investigation of cost-effective
options for other informal recreation and
play in these areas.

Not Important

Continue to support activities that promote
vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity
in our area, such as events, festivals, and
other shared experiences in our public
spaces for all.

Fairly Important

Continue to renew and enhance the paths
network (greenways) to create a safer, off
road, well-connected networks for active
modes of transport.

Tell us why
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7c. What do you think of the Hibiscus and Bays 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: Devonport-Takapuna

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?

No.

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

Keep it the same
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Do not support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Get rid of raised pedestrian crossings

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

No because you can't afford it

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

Pedestrian crossings an speed cameras

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

Change the operational management

Tell us why:
There usless.

Did they ever think of organizing some international events .so | can pay for itself.or
local ones for that matter

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:

Well | thaught it's would be obvious. You will get more money whitch you don't have
now.
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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?

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.

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.

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?

Devonport-Takapuna

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Devonport-Takapuna in

2024/20257?

| do not support most priorities

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

Progress the detailed business case and
delivery of a new library and community
hub in Takapuna.

Not Important

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local
Parks Management Plan that will guide
decisions on the use and management of
our parks and open spaces.

Not Important
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Implement priority actions from the
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

Not Important

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest
to Maori including the restoration and
improvement of Te Uru Tapu.

Not Important

Invest in the delivery of key events in our
town centres to support local businesses
and showcase our area to visitors and
locals alike.

Fairly Important

Continue to renew and improve community
facilities including the playground at Achilles
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities
at Becroft Park.

Continue support of our valued art partners
who provide a wide range of programmes,
exhibitions and live productions and
performances.

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347

If you have not got the money to carry it out .you can't afford it .

8. Do you have any other comments?

Live within your means.look where the last government got us.with out of controll

spending
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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: Devonport-Takapuna

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 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

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

Employ less staff
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Keep supporting cycleways.

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

A demand study for a harbour bridge cycleway

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

No

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:
North harbour stadium is a good public asset and green space.

Need to find ways to increase demand and reduce costs, possibly through more use
by local sports clubs and schools.

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 concept of a Future Fund is good, the question is how it is managed.
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Airport shares should be transferred to the fund, but with the intention of not being
sold, as their long term value prospect is good. A 5 year moratorium on sale of the
airport shares would give the time to demonstrate their long term value

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:

AC should retain ownership of this significant land asset, and that appears to be
accepted by AC. AC should also run the port to avoid the loss of profit if the operation
was leased out. Also the terms of a lease would inevitably compromise AC future plans
for 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:

Treat the Port as a foundation Fund asset, work out how to operate it profitably and put
those profits into the Future Fund.

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?
Tell us here:

Do not reduce council ownership of the port land or operation.

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.

59



#6702

Tell us why:

Under profitable council operation and ownership of the port there should also be a
plan to change the use of some wharves to public use without significantly reducing
port profitability.

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

One step at a time. Bledisloe is a large wharf important to port profitably. After 5 to 10
years of profitable port operation with Bledisloe, an alternative use can be considered.

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).
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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.

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,
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?

This is a poorly presented question. | cannot easily refer to page 98 on the
consultation document at this stage in the feedback survey, When | look, all info gives
options to have a say, not to read the consultation document

Local board priorities

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

Devonport-Takapuna
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Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Devonport-Takapuna in

2024/20257?

| do not support most priorities

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

Progress the detailed business case and
delivery of a new library and community
hub in Takapuna.

| don't know

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local
Parks Management Plan that will guide
decisions on the use and management of
our parks and open spaces.

Very Important

Implement priority actions from the
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

Not Important

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest
to Maori including the restoration and
improvement of Te Uru Tapu.

Fairly Important

Invest in the delivery of key events in our
town centres to support local businesses
and showcase our area to visitors and
locals alike.

Not Important

Continue to renew and improve community
facilities including the playground at Achilles
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities
at Becroft Park.

Not Important

Continue support of our valued art partners
who provide a wide range of programmes,
exhibitions and live productions and
performances.

Not Important

Tell us why
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Takapuna/Devonport is primarily a coastal residential peninsula, it is not a business
park, there are plenty of inland locations for that.

Provide frequent public buses along the peninsula to enable residents to get about and
avoid the expense of upgradin

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

Cant access page 114, so repeat the above comment

8. Do you have any other comments?

If you want meaningful feedback from a large number of residents, this feedback form
needs to better describe the options within the form
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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: Devonport-Takapuna

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

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:

Agree on spending less on speed tables. Don't want to spend more money on
implementing tap and go beyong HOP as I'm sure it'll be very costly and take ages.

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

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

Road cones

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

Not enough of the public engage with the precinct on regular basis. If redevelopment
can occur to attract more of public to use and pay for usage e.g. indoor
sports/recreation facilities would be great.

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
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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:

Cut spending on unnecessary public events. Use that funding for Future Fund.

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:

Need the money from Bledisloe

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.

| don't know

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.
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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?

Devonport-Takapuna

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Devonport-Takapuna in

2024/20257?

| support most priorities

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

Progress the detailed business case and
delivery of a new library and community
hub in Takapuna.

| don't know

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local
Parks Management Plan that will guide
decisions on the use and management of
our parks and open spaces.

Fairly Important
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Mataawaka to promote projects of interest
to Maori including the restoration and
improvement of Te Uru Tapu.

Implement priority actions from the | don't know
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.
Continue to build relationships with Iwi and | don't know

Invest in the delivery of key events in our
town centres to support local businesses
and showcase our area to visitors and
locals alike.

Not Important

Continue to renew and improve community
facilities including the playground at Achilles
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities
at Becroft Park.

Fairly Important

Continue support of our valued art partners
who provide a wide range of programmes,
exhibitions and live productions and
performances.

Not Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna 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: Devonport-Takapuna

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

As proposed

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?

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?

Remove raised traffic humps

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

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 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.
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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?

Devonport-Takapuna

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Devonport-Takapuna in

2024/20257?

| support most priorities

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

Progress the detailed business case and
delivery of a new library and community
hub in Takapuna.

Fairly Important

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local
Parks Management Plan that will guide
decisions on the use and management of
our parks and open spaces.

Very Important

Implement priority actions from the
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

Not Important

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest
to Maori including the restoration and
improvement of Te Uru Tapu.

Not Important

Invest in the delivery of key events in our
town centres to support local businesses
and showcase our area to visitors and
locals alike.

Fairly Important
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Continue to renew and improve community  Fairly Important
facilities including the playground at Achilles
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities
at Becroft Park.

Continue support of our valued art partners  Not Important
who provide a wide range of programmes,
exhibitions and live productions and
performances.

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna 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: Devonport-Takapuna

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?

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?

Rail trains and light rail
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:

North Harbour stadium is a wonderful asset if it was managed properly Cricket would
be a great option for us all We will never get an opportunity like this in such a beautiful
environment North Shore needs a stadium in the future for it's a huge city now and a
lot of younger people need sporting facilities 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 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?

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.

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
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?

Devonport-Takapuna

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Devonport-Takapuna in

2024/20257?

| support most priorities

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

Progress the detailed business case and
delivery of a new library and community
hub in Takapuna.

Very Important

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local
Parks Management Plan that will guide
decisions on the use and management of
our parks and open spaces.

Very Important
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Implement priority actions from the
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest
to Maori including the restoration and
improvement of Te Uru Tapu.

Very Important

Invest in the delivery of key events in our
town centres to support local businesses
and showcase our area to visitors and
locals alike.

Very Important

Continue to renew and improve community
facilities including the playground at Achilles
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities
at Becroft Park.

Very Important

Continue support of our valued art partners
who provide a wide range of programmes,
exhibitions and live productions and
performances.

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna 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: Devonport-Takapuna

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 Do more
Economic and cultural development Do less

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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Support most 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?

New motorways

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

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.

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.

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?

Devonport-Takapuna

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Devonport-Takapuna in

2024/20257?

| support most priorities

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

Progress the detailed business case and
delivery of a new library and community
hub in Takapuna.

Fairly Important

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local
Parks Management Plan that will guide
decisions on the use and management of
our parks and open spaces.

Very Important

Implement priority actions from the
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

Fairly Important

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest
to Maori including the restoration and
improvement of Te Uru Tapu.

Very Important

Invest in the delivery of key events in our
town centres to support local businesses

Fairly Important
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and showcase our area to visitors and
locals alike.

Continue to renew and improve community  Very Important
facilities including the playground at Achilles
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities
at Becroft Park.

Continue support of our valued art partners ~ Very Important
who provide a wide range of programmes,
exhibitions and live productions and
performances.

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna 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: Devonport-Takapuna

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 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?

Fix North Harbour Stadium

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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Stop building stupid environmentally damaging speed bumps that ruin cars and
prevent emergency services saving people and property.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Focus on pragmatic core services not ideologically driven "it'll be good for you"
initiatives.

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

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

Stop building stupid environmentally damaging speed bumps that ruin cars and
prevent emergency services saving people and property.

Reverse the stupid proliferation of speed reduction across the central city.

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:

Assuming "operation management" is Tataki Auckland Unlimited. They seem hellbent
on taking amenity away from Aucklanders. Place the stadium back in the hands of
trustees who want it to succeed. When you lose such a space you can never recover
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)?

Proceed with the proposal
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Tell us why:

Investment diversity is good.

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:

Councils are ********** gt running businesses.

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:

Council should not operate the port. holding it as an asset is ok, although diversifying
the asset portfolio of the council is more sensible, but councils are ********** at running
businesses.

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?
Tell us here:

Council has expanded it's mandate over decades outside the core provision of
services to the region. Now we lose rubbish bins in public places in favour of "traffic
calming measures". This is maddening.

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:

More public amenity on the waterfront is good, even though recent changes have

made it pretty much impossible to access this area.

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:

See above.

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

Do not 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.

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.

| 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?

Devonport-Takapuna
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Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Devonport-Takapuna in

2024/20257?

| do not support most priorities

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

Progress the detailed business case and
delivery of a new library and community
hub in Takapuna.

Not Important

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local
Parks Management Plan that will guide
decisions on the use and management of
our parks and open spaces.

Fairly Important

Implement priority actions from the
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

Not Important

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest
to Maori including the restoration and
improvement of Te Uru Tapu.

Not Important

Invest in the delivery of key events in our
town centres to support local businesses
and showcase our area to visitors and
locals alike.

Not Important

Continue to renew and improve community
facilities including the playground at Achilles
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities
at Becroft Park.

Fairly Important

Continue support of our valued art partners
who provide a wide range of programmes,
exhibitions and live productions and
performances.

Not Important

Tell us why
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7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna 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: Devonport-Takapuna

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?

Any and all action that supports the protection and natural regeneration of the
environment should be a top priority. Let's leave a city for our mokopuna that we can

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

| am happy to pay at least 7.5% increase in rates

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?

Safe travel to schools should be a priority and pedestrian crossing and speed controls
around these areas should be a priority

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

Speed control in general urban areas - use smarter planning designs, parking layouts
and street planting instead of expensive raised speed bumps. Narrow roads slow cars
- on street parking does a great job of doing that already with limited Council
intervention

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:

NH stadium is a key resource for the massive population of North Shore. It has been a
great resource in the past and can be again, let's make it a space that we are proud of,
being run by locals for locals, make it affordable to attend events and offer an array of
activities from the site.

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:

| do not want to see the airport shares sold, this is a solid, safe long term investment
that will return 7% or more and it is a key asset that generates income.

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 sale of a lease to a 3rd party (most likely offshore) will have unseen
consequences for our port activity. If not managed correctly it could drive traffic to
other ports and then require road transport to Auckland - this would massively increase
the carbon footprint of the goods

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

| don't know

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

#6803

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
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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.

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.

| 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?

Devonport-Takapuna

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Devonport-Takapuna in

2024/20257?

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

Progress the detailed business case and Fairly Important
delivery of a new library and community
hub in Takapuna.

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local Very Important
Parks Management Plan that will guide
decisions on the use and management of
our parks and open spaces.

Implement priority actions from the Fairly Important
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

Continue to build relationships with lwi and  Fairly Important
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest
to Maori including the restoration and
improvement of Te Uru Tapu.

Invest in the delivery of key events in our Fairly Important
town centres to support local businesses
and showcase our area to visitors and
locals alike.

Continue to renew and improve community  Fairly Important
facilities including the playground at Achilles
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities
at Becroft Park.

Continue support of our valued art partners  Fairly Important
who provide a wide range of programmes,
exhibitions and live productions and
performances.

Tell us why
investment in environmental initiatives is also required and | would like to see funding

spared for this too

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna 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: Devonport-Takapuna

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

Water

City and local development

Environment and regulation

Parks and Community Do more

Economic and cultural development

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?

Surf lifesaving clubs play a vital role in our community, providing essential services to
keep our beaches safe. However, many of these facilities are reaching end-of-life and
are in need of replacement. Without adequate funding, our clubs will struggle to
continue their lifesaving work effectively.
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Without fit-for-purpose facilities that people enjoy visiting, the Auckland region
risks losing the volunteers who provide the service, spelling the end of more than a
hundred years of vigilance on our beaches.

We therefore request that Auckland Council allocates $8.02 million in funding
within the Long Term Plan specifically earmarked for the rebuilds and ongoing
maintenance of surf lifesaving club facilities, as per Surf Lifesaving Northern Region’s
Surf 10:20 Capital Development proposal.

Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving Club has existed in its current location for 70
years. The current membership comprises ~150 active lifeguards, over 500 Junior Surf
children aged 6-14yrs and a further ~600 associate members. The building is well past
its useful life and can no longer adequately cater for its membership and activities. A
new building is therefore imperative to continue being able to serve the membership
and community.

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?

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)?
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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?

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.
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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).

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
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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?

With regard to Question 1¢, Auckland Council has a central proposal that recommends
spending more where it is needed most. Surf Life Saving facilities are a critical
component of our community. They have served as temporary welfare and community
centres, as well as civil defence centres during regional emergencies, including during
the Auckland Anniversary flooding and Cyclone Gabrielle. Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving
Club volunteers rescued over 70 people in the Auckland Anniversary floods and did so
operating out of storage shipping containers.

Our facilities aren’t a nice to have, they are the heart of our service. Allocated
funding is essential to ensure the continued operation of our clubs and the safety of
beachgoers. The amount requested is minimal when compared to the benefit it will
have for the region.

Local board priorities

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

Hibiscus and Bays

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/20257

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

Support the development of community led
resilience networks in our area, so our
community and organisations will know who
does what, where to get information and
how to help, including in emergencies.
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Support and advocate for further protection
of our sea, soil and fresh water from
contamination and sedimentation through
methods such as re-naturalisation, or
daylighting.

Engage with our community and key
stakeholders, including mana whenua, on
the future uses of our undeveloped
reserves, and older established ones,
including investigation of cost-effective
options for other informal recreation and
play in these areas.

Continue to support activities that promote
vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity
in our area, such as events, festivals, and
other shared experiences in our public
spaces for all.

Continue to renew and enhance the paths
network (greenways) to create a safer, off
road, well-connected networks for active
modes of transport.

Finalising the review of the 2015 Mairangi
Bay Reserve Management plan and
supporting the Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving
Club to progress its redevelopment project
is imperative for the upcoming year.

Tell us why

It should be a priority to deliver the Mairangi Bay Reserve Management Plan outcomes
within the 10 year period, including a new surf lifesaving club building and associated
storage, road closure and seawall maintenance.

7c. What do you think of the Hibiscus and Bays proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347?

8. Do you have any other comments?

Finalising the review of the 2015 Mairangi Bay Reserve Management plan and
supporting the Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving Club to progress its redevelopment project

is imperative for the upcoming year.
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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: Devonport-Takapuna

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?
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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:

Turn the stadium into a Test Cricket Venue

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) 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

110




#6821

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: Devonport-Takapuna

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 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?

no. the way the council is spending the budget is appauling

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

could pay less?

pay less on your bottlenecked administrative system.
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| believe the inefficiencies in how council deals with issues is the prime cause of the
cost increase. encourage efficient and good performance. punish bad performance by
all levels of your employees including senior staff.

resource & building consent approvals say for example. you outsource your
consenting approvals to outside parties, but you spend equal or more time internally
QAing the work that they've already done, causing delays & increase in cost to the
client. this sort of disjointed system of risk management is a great example of how
you're mishandling public resources & time.

get your act together.
streamline your system.
make broad decisions, and be prepared to step on people's toes.

we need leaders in Auckland council to take decisive action on what He/ She believes
to be the best way forward. NOT be drawn by the voting public to tell them what they
think should be done.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:
the main directive here is improving traffic flow right?
make a strong decision. get rid of bike lanes, or halt it's future constructions.

increase lane ways and remove as many bottlenecks as possible.

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

somehow drive motivation for your workers, so that they're more efficient in the
workplace.

council is stagnating. you need to propel efficiency somehow.

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

113



#6826

on poor performing staff.
fire them if you need to.

you need to stop beating around the bush on poor performers.

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

Change the operational management

Tell us why:
keep it running. dont bother investing more than necessary.

leave it to the community to use it as they see fit.

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

Tell us why:
why are taking a vote on this?

this is an investment portfolio for Auckland council. do what's best for the books.

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:

maximize your profit margin. use it elsewhere.
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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:
like | said above. focus on streamlining your existing system.

cut the fat. make the machine run smoother and more efficiently.

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:

the public won't benefit from this anyway.

the city's design is disjointed. you'll never reap the benefits of creating a 'public hub' in
this particular location unless you revamp the entire CBD transportation network.

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.

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.

116




#6826

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?

8. Do you have any other comments?
just focus on sorting your internal affairs please.

Auckland council has become VERY inefficiently in the past 2 years or so.
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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: Devonport-Takapuna

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?

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:

cycleways should be prioritized.

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

cycleways should be prioritized. | see more people cycling e bikes because it is safer
on cycleways the reason | don't cycle more because lake road traffic scares me.
getting bikes across the harbour either by bridge or boat

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

anything that encourages car use

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management

Tell us why:

the communities need these places

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 financially astute enough but historically in UK selling off council owned assets
is a short term gain only
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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?

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?
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.

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?

Devonport-Takapuna

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Devonport-Takapuna in

2024/20257?

| support all priorities

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

Progress the detailed business case and
delivery of a new library and community
hub in Takapuna.

Very Important

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local
Parks Management Plan that will guide
decisions on the use and management of
our parks and open spaces.

Very Important

Implement priority actions from the
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

Very Important

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest

Very Important
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to Maori including the restoration and
improvement of Te Uru Tapu.

Invest in the delivery of key events in our
town centres to support local businesses
and showcase our area to visitors and
locals alike.

Very Important

Continue to renew and improve community
facilities including the playground at Achilles
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities
at Becroft Park.

Very Important

Continue support of our valued art partners
who provide a wide range of programmes,
exhibitions and live productions and
performances.

Very Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna 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: Devonport-Takapuna

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?

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?

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)?

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?

Tell us here:

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

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
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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.

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?

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: Devonport-Takapuna

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?

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?

Public transport, walking and cycling options

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

New roads

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

Auckland has too many stadia at the moment. There needs to consolidation into a
single roofed venue for rugby/league/football and a dedicated cricket ground capable
of hosting test cricket.

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:

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.

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?

Devonport-Takapuna

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

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

| support all priorities

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

Progress the detailed business case and Fairly Important
delivery of a new library and community
hub in Takapuna.

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local Very Important
Parks Management Plan that will guide
decisions on the use and management of
our parks and open spaces.
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Implement priority actions from the
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

Fairly Important

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest
to Maori including the restoration and
improvement of Te Uru Tapu.

Fairly Important

Invest in the delivery of key events in our
town centres to support local businesses
and showcase our area to visitors and
locals alike.

Fairly Important

Continue to renew and improve community
facilities including the playground at Achilles
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities
at Becroft Park.

Very Important

Continue support of our valued art partners
who provide a wide range of programmes,
exhibitions and live productions and
performances.

Very Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna 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: Devonport-Takapuna

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

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?

Road, transport

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

could pay less?

Events funding, native tree planting to act as 'heat sinks'
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:

Auckland is the biggest city, and continues to grow. We need the right infrastructure
especially the roads to deal with the increased traffic. Just look at the state highway 1
during rush hours, especially north of the bridge.

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

More traffic lanes

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

Cycling lanes

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is

Tell us why:

Not important compared to other major issues

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?

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?

136



#6878

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.

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 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?

Devonport-Takapuna

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

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

| support most priorities

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

Progress the detailed business case and Fairly Important
delivery of a new library and community
hub in Takapuna.

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local Not Important
Parks Management Plan that will guide
decisions on the use and management of
our parks and open spaces.
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Implement priority actions from the
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

Not Important

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest
to Maori including the restoration and
improvement of Te Uru Tapu.

Not Important

Invest in the delivery of key events in our
town centres to support local businesses
and showcase our area to visitors and
locals alike.

Fairly Important

Continue to renew and improve community
facilities including the playground at Achilles
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities
at Becroft Park.

Not Important

Continue support of our valued art partners
who provide a wide range of programmes,
exhibitions and live productions and
performances.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna 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: Devonport-Takapuna

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 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 most of the proposal
Tell us why:

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

More bus connections and dedicated bus lanes
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 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?

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).

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.

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
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?

Local board priorities

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

Devonport-Takapuna

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Devonport-Takapuna in

2024/20257?

| support most priorities

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

Progress the detailed business case and
delivery of a new library and community
hub in Takapuna.

Fairly Important

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local
Parks Management Plan that will guide
decisions on the use and management of
our parks and open spaces.

Very Important

Implement priority actions from the
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

Fairly Important

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest
to Maori including the restoration and
improvement of Te Uru Tapu.

Not Important

Invest in the delivery of key events in our
town centres to support local businesses
and showcase our area to visitors and
locals alike.

Fairly Important
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Continue to renew and improve community  Fairly Important
facilities including the playground at Achilles
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities
at Becroft Park.

Continue support of our valued art partners  Fairly Important
who provide a wide range of programmes,
exhibitions and live productions and
performances.

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna 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: Devonport-Takapuna

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?

No

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

Close Auckland Unlimitez.
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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?
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:

Previous management more successful.

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?

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) 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
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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 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.
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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?

Devonport-Takapuna

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

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

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

Progress the detailed business case and Not Important
delivery of a new library and community
hub in Takapuna.

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local Not Important
Parks Management Plan that will guide
decisions on the use and management of
our parks and open spaces.

Implement priority actions from the Not Important
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and  Not Important
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest
to Maori including the restoration and
improvement of Te Uru Tapu.

Invest in the delivery of key events in our Not Important
town centres to support local businesses
and showcase our area to visitors and
locals alike.

Continue to renew and improve community  Not Important
facilities including the playground at Achilles
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Reserve and toilets and changing facilities
at Becroft Park.

Continue support of our valued art partners  Not Important
who provide a wide range of programmes,
exhibitions and live productions and
performances.

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna 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: Devonport-Takapuna

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

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?

cleaner road side areas

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 bumps and traffic calming

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Costing over runs

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

walking and cycleways

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

Resource management

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

Change the operational management

Tell us why:

The community needs these types of developments now and in the future

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:

need better returns on investments
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The money is needed to reduce council debt

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 debt

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:

Need to reduce debt

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
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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 | 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 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 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?

Devonport-Takapuna

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Devonport-Takapuna in

2024/20257?

| support most priorities

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

delivery of a new library and community
hub in Takapuna.

Progress the detailed business case and Fairly Important

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local Very Important
Parks Management Plan that will guide
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decisions on the use and management of
our parks and open spaces.

Implement priority actions from the
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

Fairly Important

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest
to Maori including the restoration and
improvement of Te Uru Tapu.

Fairly Important

Invest in the delivery of key events in our
town centres to support local businesses
and showcase our area to visitors and
locals alike.

Fairly Important

Continue to renew and improve community
facilities including the playground at Achilles
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities
at Becroft Park.

Fairly Important

Continue support of our valued art partners
who provide a wide range of programmes,
exhibitions and live productions and
performances.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

Milford to Takapuna coastal walkway must be a priority

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna 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: Devonport-Takapuna

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 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?

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?

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:

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:

#6932

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
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

| don't know
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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).

| 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.

Other

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?
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Local board priorities

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

Devonport-Takapuna

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

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

| support all priorities

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

Progress the detailed business case and Very Important
delivery of a new library and community
hub in Takapuna.

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local Very Important
Parks Management Plan that will guide
decisions on the use and management of
our parks and open spaces.

Implement priority actions from the Very Important
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

Continue to build relationships with lwi and  Very Important
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest
to Maori including the restoration and
improvement of Te Uru Tapu.

Invest in the delivery of key events in our Very Important
town centres to support local businesses
and showcase our area to visitors and
locals alike.

Continue to renew and improve community  Very Important
facilities including the playground at Achilles
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities
at Becroft Park.
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Continue support of our valued art partners ~ Very Important
who provide a wide range of programmes,
exhibitions and live productions and
performances.

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna 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: Devonport-Takapuna

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

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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Takapuna used to be a livable accessible seaside town. Council have spent huge
amounts of money to make it worse. There are now fewer car parks than when the car
park building was begun. The town is dying businesses have gone and still council are
spending.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?
Do not support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Need to keep costs down.
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:

It was always going to be unsuitable. Its up. Leave 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)?

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?

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

Tell us why:

Because council will immediately draw up plans to develop and lose part of their.
income.

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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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 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 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. 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.

167



#6947

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?

Devonport-Takapuna

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

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

| do not support most priorities

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

Progress the detailed business case and Fairly Important
delivery of a new library and community
hub in Takapuna.

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local Fairly Important
Parks Management Plan that will guide
decisions on the use and management of
our parks and open spaces.
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Implement priority actions from the
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

Not Important

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest
to Maori including the restoration and
improvement of Te Uru Tapu.

Not Important

Invest in the delivery of key events in our
town centres to support local businesses
and showcase our area to visitors and
locals alike.

Not Important

Continue to renew and improve community
facilities including the playground at Achilles
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities
at Becroft Park.

Fairly Important

Continue support of our valued art partners
who provide a wide range of programmes,
exhibitions and live productions and
performances.

Not Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna 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: Devonport-Takapuna

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

Do less

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?

better public transport- more investment in economic growth of the city

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

could pay less?
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cycle lanes

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:

it is not used by anyone as there are better sporting and concert venues that people
actually go to. It doesn't meet the needs for the community and needs to change-

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:

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
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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?

Devonport-Takapuna

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Devonport-Takapuna in

2024/20257?

| do not support most priorities

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

Progress the detailed business case and
delivery of a new library and community
hub in Takapuna.

Very Important

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local
Parks Management Plan that will guide
decisions on the use and management of
our parks and open spaces.

Not Important

Implement priority actions from the
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

Not Important

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest

Not Important
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to Maori including the restoration and
improvement of Te Uru Tapu.

Invest in the delivery of key events in our
town centres to support local businesses
and showcase our area to visitors and
locals alike.

Very Important

Continue to renew and improve community
facilities including the playground at Achilles
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities
at Becroft Park.

Very Important

Continue support of our valued art partners
who provide a wide range of programmes,
exhibitions and live productions and
performances.

Very Important

Tell us why

The board need to focus on the needs of the majority, not just targeted minorities - we
need to grow the economic centres in takpuna and devonport to keep people shopping
locally as well as more local events to support this

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347?

wrong focus- need to focus on business growth

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: Devonport-Takapuna

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 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?

Transport improvements such as cycle ways and dynamic lanes.

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:

Cycleways should still be advanced, but cheaper ways of delivering them could be
considered. Raised pedestrian crossings are safest, but delays to FENZ need to be
considered.

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

Dynamic lanes and ways of reducing congestion. Decarbonisation of AT transport fleet.
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:

It does seem underutilised and is a massive piece of land that could be redeveloped
with more economic benefits to AC.

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:

Seems like a better long term strategy

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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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.

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?

Would rates funded refuse collection mean people are less inclined to try to reduce
their household waste.

Local board priorities

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

Devonport-Takapuna

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

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

| support most priorities

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

Progress the detailed business case and Fairly Important
delivery of a new library and community
hub in Takapuna.

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local Fairly Important
Parks Management Plan that will guide
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decisions on the use and management of
our parks and open spaces.

Implement priority actions from the
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

Fairly Important

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest
to Maori including the restoration and
improvement of Te Uru Tapu.

Fairly Important

Invest in the delivery of key events in our
town centres to support local businesses
and showcase our area to visitors and
locals alike.

Fairly Important

Continue to renew and improve community
facilities including the playground at Achilles
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities
at Becroft Park.

Fairly Important

Continue support of our valued art partners
who provide a wide range of programmes,
exhibitions and live productions and
performances.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna 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: Devonport-Takapuna

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 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?

Speed bumps, traffic lights at pedestrian crossings, cycle lanes.
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

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?

Cycle lanes, raised speed bumps, street beautification wastage

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is

Tell us why:

North Harbour needs the stadium due to population growth

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 easy to be wasted on vanity projects. Either keep the shares or sell and reduce
rates.

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?

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

Tell us why:

The Port needs to have the land to function profitabley. The 'something' else is vague. .

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?

184



#6995

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.

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 | 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?

Devonport-Takapuna

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

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

| do not support any priorities

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

Progress the detailed business case and Not Important
delivery of a new library and community
hub in Takapuna.

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local Fairly Important
Parks Management Plan that will guide
decisions on the use and management of
our parks and open spaces.
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Implement priority actions from the
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

Not Important

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest
to Maori including the restoration and
improvement of Te Uru Tapu.

Not Important

Invest in the delivery of key events in our
town centres to support local businesses
and showcase our area to visitors and
locals alike.

Not Important

Continue to renew and improve community
facilities including the playground at Achilles
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities
at Becroft Park.

| don't know

Continue support of our valued art partners
who provide a wide range of programmes,
exhibitions and live productions and
performances.

Not Important

Tell us why

Concentrate on the basics such as swimmable beaches and rubbish collections.

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna 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: Devonport-Takapuna

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 less
Water As proposed
City and local development Do less
Environment and regulation As proposed
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?

Yes to stop the public being ripped off by selling the assets we own, definitely pay
more to save these in public ownership.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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Yes stop whinging about having financial problems, its relative given the $ spent on
some things that are not important like selling the assets of the city.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Do not support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Because your are trying to behave like a business not a local Govt agency, eg selling
of our assets without any consideration of the social contract for our communities held.
You are not a business, the AT selling off Downtown Carpark is short sighted given you
want to spend $13 billion over 10 years, its a necessary bit of infrastructure.

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

Yes providing staff who answer their phones more.

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

Yes spend less on those terrible planters littering the city streets, they look very
average, and are a poor work around bad planning. Takapuna on Huron St and
Northcroft....are good examples of wasting our money.

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

Change the operational management

Tell us why:

Clearly the city does not have capacity to support 3 stadiums, but the North Shore
Stadium serves us well north of the bridge and to the growing communities north to
Orewa, Silverdale and Whangaporoa. Its dumb to just sell everything off right, try to be
smarter in maximising our assets.
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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:

You are not a business, you do not exist to be trading on the stock market like a
corporate. Its a sell off of public assets which is predicated on saving a few million on
insurance costs, which are minimal in relation to the assets value being put up for sale.
Another way to privatise and finish what John Banks, the National Govt and Act started
by removing billions from the public into private ownership. Stop ripping us off and do
your jobs better!!

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:

Mayor Brown is obsessed with ditching the port and moving it out of Auckland, why
would anyone support an obssesive vision that is again about just stripping our
collective assets? Ditch him at the next election, and keep the port's profits in the
Council hands.

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 money is better value paying to support/fund the services of city council than be
lost in broker fees for Deloittes playing Wall St with our money....
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4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

ItS a” **********!

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:

There's no mention of the Bledisloe Wharf in these options why write 3 paragraphs on
it, it makes no sense. Clearly the Port should use rail for freight not roads. The Strand
in Parnell is a dangerous street with heavy container trucks on it all the time,

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

Clearly the Port should use rail for freight not roads. The Strand in Parnell is a
dangerous street with heavy container trucks on it all the time, often speeding or
causing traffic delays due to excessive amounts of freight being sent by truck, that
road was constantly being re-surfaced due to damage by HVs. Do the port pay for the
cost of these repairs?

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

191



#7000

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.

| 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?

Can we not have a rail for the North Shore targeted rate? Like 50 cents on every ticket
sold in the region? Build up a targeted fund for the growing population in the northern
areas? We seem to manage to have extra payment for waste collections?

Local board priorities

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

Devonport-Takapuna

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

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

| support most priorities

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

Progress the detailed business case and Fairly Important
delivery of a new library and community
hub in Takapuna.

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local Very Important
Parks Management Plan that will guide
decisions on the use and management of
our parks and open spaces.

Implement priority actions from the Fairly Important
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

193



#7000

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest
to Maori including the restoration and
improvement of Te Uru Tapu.

Fairly Important

Invest in the delivery of key events in our
town centres to support local businesses
and showcase our area to visitors and
locals alike.

Fairly Important

Continue to renew and improve community
facilities including the playground at Achilles
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities
at Becroft Park.

| don't know

Continue support of our valued art partners
who provide a wide range of programmes,
exhibitions and live productions and
performances.

Very Important

Tell us why

Progress the detailed business case and delivery of a new library and community hub
in Takapuna? Why are selling off our library building? Or are we having a new one on
same site? Like the lovely one in Devonport, Where is this option in the 'how importan

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347?

Get rid of those awful planters on Northcroft and Huron Street! Give us a better
transport hub on the area near the new town square. Create more scooter parking,
stop parking fees by AT on street parks. Get us a 2nd Harbour crossing from Belmont

Wharf?

8. Do you have any other comments?

All of you are very well paid and its just non stop whinging from the Council about how
hard up ya are! Consider the poor of the city who dont have your privileges.
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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): J.F. Ross Customs Brokers Ltd

Local Board: Devonport-Takapuna

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 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?

spend less on wasteful stuff like over the top traffic management. Reduce bus services
to those that have demand for ie no point in a big bus running for a service that only
attracts a 10% patronage!
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:

a lot of the roading "safety tasks" are un necessary ie raised pedestrian crossings.
What it really does is cause traffic accidents where people race up and slow down.
Also stop the riduculous road bumps in a lot of places. | saw one at the end of a T-
Junction.... Think about it. You have to stop anyway... so why have a bump? Stupid
spending. ALSO the STUPID over the top ROAD MANAGEMENT RULES. Probably
designed by people in the industry to make more money. ALI it does is cost the Clty.
Too many road cones. You can travel in New York or the whole of Europe and not see
even a quarter of the road cones you see in NZ. esp AUckland! Riduculous!! In
Australia.. hop on and hopp off can be done on a credit / debit card. | don't have a hop
card so cant use public transport if | need!

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

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

spend less on wasteful stuff like over the top traffic management. Reduce bus services
to those that have demand for ie no point in a big bus running for a service that only
attracts a 10% patronage!

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:

nice stadium... but not used enough. Maybe with housing growth it will be more active

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:

Its a continuous revenue stream that works. Dont mess with it. It will only end up
costing the people more as any buyer of the lease will definately put prices up.. which
filters into increased prices. Run them efficiently and make the profits which are
increasing with the increased volumes .

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:

Its a continuous revenue stream that works. Dont mess with it. It will only end up
costing the people more as any buyer of the lease will definately put prices up.. which
filters into increased prices. Run them efficiently and make the profits which are
increasing with the increased volumes . STOP talking about re-location. It just COSTS
US MONEY. We need a LOCAL PORT for the biggest economy in the country that
can be relied on!

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:
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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:

its a revenue stream. Keep it working for us. If you move the services elsewhere.. it will
just cost everyone extra to transport them from other ports to AKL&gt;

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

its a revenue stream. Keep it working for us. If you move the services elsewhere.. it will
just cost everyone extra to transport them from other ports to AKL&gt;

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
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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.

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?

Local board priorities

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

Devonport-Takapuna
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Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

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

| support most priorities

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

Progress the detailed business case and
delivery of a new library and community
hub in Takapuna.

| don't know

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local
Parks Management Plan that will guide
decisions on the use and management of
our parks and open spaces.

Not Important

Implement priority actions from the
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

Not Important

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest
to Maori including the restoration and
improvement of Te Uru Tapu.

Not Important

Invest in the delivery of key events in our
town centres to support local businesses
and showcase our area to visitors and
locals alike.

Fairly Important

Continue to renew and improve community
facilities including the playground at Achilles
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities
at Becroft Park.

Not Important

Continue support of our valued art partners
who provide a wide range of programmes,
exhibitions and live productions and
performances.

Not Important

Tell us why
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7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-20347?

8. Do you have any other comments?

stop wasting talk and OUR MONEY discussing the Milford to Takapuna walkway. FIX
IT&gt; Give up the Heritage claim on that 1 house!. MAKE THE DECISION&gt; Simple
and MOVE ON!
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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: Devonport-Takapuna

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

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 disgraced by the number of bins that have been taken away from parks and
beach areas. These bins are often FULL, so there is clearly a need for them and there
will be MORE rubbish on our beaches that will inevitably cause further issues.
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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:
Do not propose the raised pedestrian crossings on the roads.
Fuel tax should be taken away

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:

It needs more use! Why can't we have small concerts here?

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:

Need to know more about this and consider other implications?
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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:

Sounds more profitable

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 need funding.

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:

Great places to visit

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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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.

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.

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?

Devonport-Takapuna,Rodney

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

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

| support most priorities

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

Progress the detailed business case and | don't know
delivery of a new library and community
hub in Takapuna.

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local Fairly Important
Parks Management Plan that will guide
decisions on the use and management of
our parks and open spaces.
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Implement priority actions from the
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

Fairly Important

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest
to Maori including the restoration and
improvement of Te Uru Tapu.

Fairly Important

Invest in the delivery of key events in our
town centres to support local businesses
and showcase our area to visitors and
locals alike.

Very Important

Continue to renew and improve community
facilities including the playground at Achilles
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities
at Becroft Park.

Very Important

Continue support of our valued art partners
who provide a wide range of programmes,
exhibitions and live productions and
performances.

Very Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347

Rodney Local Board Priorities

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

| support most priorities

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

Deliver new and/or improved playground
and play spaces in Goodall Reserve, Te
Hana Reserve, Rautawhiri Park and
Riverhead War Memorial Park.

Very Important
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Support communities to develop local
community emergency leadership groups
and emergency action planning in response
to the findings of the Emergency Response
Assessment study being undertaken in
2023/2024.

Very Important

Provide additional activities and
programmes for children and young people
maximising the use of our libraries, halls
and open spaces, where possible.

Very Important

Continue to support our local arts centres in
Helensville and Kumeu and look to extend
arts experiences to other parts of Rodney.

Very Important

Continue to support community groups and
mana whenua to keep our waterways clean
and healthy and restore biodiversity.

Very Important

Support the community to minimise waste,
turn it into resources, and promote
education on waste reduction.

Very Important

Develop and refurbish toilet facilities in
Glasgow Park, Dinning Road Esplanade
Reserve and Port Albert Recreation
Reserve.

Very Important

Develop pathway connections in Green
Road Park.

Very Important

Tell us why

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

20347

As our local board area is so large, please tell us where you live so we can better
understand the views from different communities

Not from the Rodney area
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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: Devonport-Takapuna

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

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?

Employ staff
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Don’t support any of the proposal
Tell us why:
2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

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

New 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:

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:

212



#7041

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) 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).

| 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.

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 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?

Devonport-Takapuna

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Devonport-Takapuna in

2024/20257?

| do not support most priorities

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

Progress the detailed business case and
delivery of a new library and community
hub in Takapuna.

Not Important

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local
Parks Management Plan that will guide
decisions on the use and management of
our parks and open spaces.

Fairly Important

Implement priority actions from the
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

Not Important

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest
to Maori including the restoration and
improvement of Te Uru Tapu.

Not Important

Invest in the delivery of key events in our
town centres to support local businesses

Not Important

215




#7041

and showcase our area to visitors and
locals alike.

Continue to renew and improve community
facilities including the playground at Achilles
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities
at Becroft Park.

Not Important

Continue support of our valued art partners
who provide a wide range of programmes,
exhibitions and live productions and
performances.

Not Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna 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: Devonport-Takapuna

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

Water

City and local development

Environment and regulation

Parks and Community Do more

Economic and cultural development

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?

Surf lifesaving clubs play a vital role in our community, providing essential
services to keep our beaches safe. However, many of these facilities are reaching end-
of-life and are in need of replacement. Without adequate funding, our clubs will
struggle to continue their lifesaving work effectively.

217



#7044

Without fit-for-purpose facilities that people enjoy visiting, the Auckland region
risks losing the volunteers who provide the service, spelling the end of more than a
hundred years of vigilance on our beaches.

We therefore request that Auckland Council allocates $8.02 million in funding
within the Long Term Plan specifically earmarked for the rebuilds and ongoing
maintenance of surf lifesaving club facilities, as per Surf Lifesaving Northern Region’s
Surf 10:20 Capital Development proposal.

Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving Club has existed in its current location for 70
years. The current membership comprises ~150 active lifeguards, over 500 Junior Surf
children aged 6-14yrs and a further ~600 associate members. The building is well past
its useful life and can no longer adequately cater for its membership and activities. A
new building is therefore imperative to continue being able to serve the membership
and community.

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?

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)?
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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?

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.
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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).

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
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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?

With regard to Question 1¢, Auckland Council has a central proposal that
recommends spending more where it is needed most. Surf Life Saving facilities are a
critical component of our community. They have served as temporary welfare and
community centres, as well as civil defence centres during regional emergencies,
including during the Auckland Anniversary flooding and Cyclone Gabrielle. Mairangi
Bay Surf Lifesaving Club volunteers rescued over 70 people in the Auckland
Anniversary floods and did so operating out of storage shipping containers.

Our facilities aren’t a nice to have, they are the heart of our service. Allocated
funding is essential to ensure the continued operation of our clubs and the safety of
beachgoers. The amount requested is minimal when compared to the benefit it will
have for the region.

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: Devonport-Takapuna

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?

Radical and rapid change towards subsidy and the provision of new public transport
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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Please don’t sell public assets to be run down and milked for profit - l.e. with no
maintenance and investment.

They will come back for bail outs. See water companies in the UK as an example.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:
Prioritise walking and cycling. It's cheap and climate friendly.

Prioritise public transport spending over road building.

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

See above

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

Building new roads.

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:
Cost neutral option.
New spending on stadia should be in central Auckland.

A rectangular stadium for League and Football. A test cricket ground too.

223



#7071

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:
Short sighted.

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 other option is short sighted and cedes control to private companions focussed
only on 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:

Reducing emissions should underpin all decisions the council makes. The defunding
of cycling options in favour of roads is a dereliction of duty and an example of short
term selfishness.
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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
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.

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

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?

Devonport-Takapuna
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Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

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

| do not support most priorities

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

Progress the detailed business case and Not Important
delivery of a new library and community
hub in Takapuna.

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local Fairly Important
Parks Management Plan that will guide
decisions on the use and management of
our parks and open spaces.

Implement priority actions from the Not Important
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

Continue to build relationships with lwi and  Fairly Important
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest
to Maori including the restoration and
improvement of Te Uru Tapu.

Invest in the delivery of key events in our Very Important
town centres to support local businesses
and showcase our area to visitors and
locals alike.

Continue to renew and improve community  Fairly Important
facilities including the playground at Achilles
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities
at Becroft Park.

Continue support of our valued art partners  Fairly Important
who provide a wide range of programmes,
exhibitions and live productions and
performances.

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-20347?
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Long on planning and discussion. Short on delivery commitments. Nothing on
transport.

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): Pupuke Birdsong Project

Local Board: Devonport-Takapuna

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?

* 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
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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?

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

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

*I want Auckland Council to spend more on safe, accessible, and attractive active
transport infrastructure such as cycleways.

*| want Auckland Council to spend more on ensuring public transport is affordable,
accessible, and reliable.

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

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

230



#7072

investment in roading projects and underinvestment in the public and active transport
networks. The evidence is there and the evidence is clear.

Regarding the Mayoral proposal, | am encouraged to see initiatives to make public
transport more accessible, such as the $50 weekly cap and introduction of diverse
payment options. Another positive is the work programmes which look to improve
public transport services, such as network optimisation, expansion of the electric train
fleet and completion of the City Rail Link. Unfortunately, alongside these positives,
there are some concerns. A couple of examples are; the removal of ‘low performing’
bus services, and the several references to roading focused projects.

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.

Cutting “low-value initiatives, including raised pedestrian crossings and expensive
gold-plated cycleways” is an ideological move that fails to align with the Council's own
Transport Emissions Reduction Pathway. In monetary terms, this means cutting
funding for cycleways by $141.5 million. This makes no sense as we know increasing
funding for active transport infrastructure is a smart investment that can benefit the
economy, the environment, and public health. Cycling is a low-cost, low-carbon and
low-impact mode of transport that can reduce congestion, pollution, and greenhouse
gas emissions. Cycling also promotes daily, incidental physical activity, mental
wellbeing and social inclusion. By improving the safety, accessibility and attractiveness
of walking and cycling, more people will be encouraged to choose it as a regular
means of travel, creating a virtuous cycle of benefits. This approach also creates better
use of existing roading assets by making space for those who cannot choose cycling,
walking or public transport.

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

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

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

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

| don't know
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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?

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

| don't know

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

#7072

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.

Do not support
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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.

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.

| 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?

Devonport-Takapuna

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Devonport-Takapuna in

2024/20257?

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?
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Progress the detailed business case and Fairly Important
delivery of a new library and community
hub in Takapuna.

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local Very Important
Parks Management Plan that will guide
decisions on the use and management of
our parks and open spaces.

Implement priority actions from the Very Important
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and  Very Important
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest
to Maori including the restoration and
improvement of Te Uru Tapu.

Invest in the delivery of key events in our Fairly Important
town centres to support local businesses
and showcase our area to visitors and
locals alike.

Continue to renew and improve community  Fairly Important
facilities including the playground at Achilles
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities
at Becroft Park.

Continue support of our valued art partners ~ Very Important
who provide a wide range of programmes,
exhibitions and live productions and
performances.

Tell us why

We believe that climate change is our biggest threat and initiatives which reduce our
carbon emissions should be prioritised above all other initiatives

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

We support:

*Funding and support for community driven environmental work (e.g., habitat
restoration, plant and animal pest control.
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*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.
*Development and implementation of Climate Action Plans.

*Circular economy strategies and actions.

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: Devonport-Takapuna

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 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?

Not that | can think of

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

Not that | know of.
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

It is based on my opinion.

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

Not that | know of.

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

I can't think of any.

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is

Tell us why:

It is my opinion.

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 how | feel.

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:

It is my opinion.

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:

It seems the most sensible.
4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?
Tell us here:

It is how | think

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 is my belief

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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It is how | think.

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 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 Other
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. 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
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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,
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.

Do not 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?

Nothing else to say.

Local board priorities

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

Devonport-Takapuna

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Devonport-Takapuna in

2024/20257?

| support most priorities

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

Progress the detailed business case and Not Important
delivery of a new library and community
hub in Takapuna.

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local Not Important
Parks Management Plan that will guide
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decisions on the use and management of
our parks and open spaces.

Implement priority actions from the
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

Fairly Important

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest
to Maori including the restoration and
improvement of Te Uru Tapu.

Not Important

Invest in the delivery of key events in our
town centres to support local businesses
and showcase our area to visitors and
locals alike.

Very Important

Continue to renew and improve community
facilities including the playground at Achilles
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities
at Becroft Park.

Fairly Important

Continue support of our valued art partners
who provide a wide range of programmes,
exhibitions and live productions and
performances.

Not Important

Tell us why

It is how | feel.

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347?

It seems okay.

8. Do you have any other comments?

| do not.
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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: Devonport-Takapuna

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?

No, nothing. Rates must come down so | can feed my family.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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Stop wasteful planting of flowering annuals every season on every roundabout and
every traffic island. Plant with hardy native perennials. | have a council worker visit the
plants in front of my home 4 x year. She takes a photo of the worst plants, sits in her
van for 30 minutes, takes another photo of the best area then drives away. She
achieves nothing.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Stop cycleways and create more dynamice lanes like they have in Whangaparaoa.
Raised pedestrian crossings are a hazard to emergency vehicles and are a complete
waste of money in areas that have never had a an accident or fatality.

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

No. While the public are saving money everywhere possible to cover ever increasing
mortgage rates, the council should be cutting back and giving a rates freeze.

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

Almost everything. If households have to adjust their activities to their reduced weekly
budget, so should the council.

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

Change the operational management

Tell us why:

| have never been to the stadium as the sports dint interst me. Include a wide range of
activities to allow the majority of rate payers to enjoy the space and the bring in
additional revenue.
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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 know

Tell us why:

| agree with part of the proposed change, but not all and there is no option to give this
answer in the multi choice questionnaire above.

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?

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

Tell us why:
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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)
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
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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.

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.

| 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.

Do not 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?

Devonport-Takapuna,Hibiscus and Bays

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Devonport-Takapuna in

2024/20257?

| do not support any priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?
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Progress the detailed business case and Not Important
delivery of a new library and community
hub in Takapuna.

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local Not Important
Parks Management Plan that will guide
decisions on the use and management of
our parks and open spaces.

Implement priority actions from the Not Important
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and  Not Important
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest
to Maori including the restoration and
improvement of Te Uru Tapu.

Invest in the delivery of key events in our Not Important
town centres to support local businesses
and showcase our area to visitors and
locals alike.

Continue to renew and improve community  Not Important
facilities including the playground at Achilles
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities
at Becroft Park.

Continue support of our valued art partners  Not Important
who provide a wide range of programmes,
exhibitions and live productions and
performances.

Tell us why

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

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities

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

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?
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Our People — create opportunities that
support connectedness, diversity and
inclusion in our community.

Our Environment — focus on initiatives that
increase tree canopy cover, improve water
health and provide for resilient and low
carbon communities across Henderson-
Massey.

Our Community — ensure the maintenance
and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local
services and spaces meet the needs of our
diverse communities.

Our Places — support initiatives that
improve walking and cycling opportunities.

Our Economy — continue to support the
Western Initiative to deliver the Youth
Connections programme.

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Henderson-Massey proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347

| do not support most priorities

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/2025?

Not Important

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

Support the development of community led
resilience networks in our area, so our

Fairly Important
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community and organisations will know who
does what, where to get information and
how to help, including in emergencies.

Support and advocate for further protection
of our sea, soil and fresh water from
contamination and sedimentation through
methods such as re-naturalisation, or
daylighting.

Not Important

Engage with our community and key
stakeholders, including mana whenua, on
the future uses of our undeveloped
reserves, and older established ones,
including investigation of cost-effective
options for other informal recreation and
play in these areas.

Not Important

Continue to support activities that promote
vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity
in our area, such as events, festivals, and
other shared experiences in our public
spaces for all.

Fairly Important

Continue to renew and enhance the paths
network (greenways) to create a safer, off
road, well-connected networks for active
modes of transport.

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Hibiscus and Bays 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: Devonport-Takapuna

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

Water Do more

City and local development

Environment and regulation Do more

Parks and Community

Economic and cultural development

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?

Protect Waitemata harbour

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:

Not sure that raised pedestrian crossing are essential and the costs involved are very
high. Surely more lighting or warning regarding pedestrian crossing would achieve the
same degree of safety improvement

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

integrated cycleways
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 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:

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) | 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).

| 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.

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,
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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?

Pay as you go is appropriate for refuse services. It it unfair for single householders to
pay the same as a household of many people generating significantly more refuse.

Local board priorities

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

Devonport-Takapuna

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

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

| support most priorities

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

Progress the detailed business case and | don't know
delivery of a new library and community
hub in Takapuna.

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local Fairly Important
Parks Management Plan that will guide
decisions on the use and management of
our parks and open spaces.

Implement priority actions from the Fairly Important
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

Continue to build relationships with lwi and  Fairly Important
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest
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to Maori including the restoration and
improvement of Te Uru Tapu.

Invest in the delivery of key events in our
town centres to support local businesses
and showcase our area to visitors and
locals alike.

Fairly Important

Continue to renew and improve community
facilities including the playground at Achilles
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities
at Becroft Park.

Fairly Important

Continue support of our valued art partners
who provide a wide range of programmes,
exhibitions and live productions and
performances.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna 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: Devonport-Takapuna

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 rates further. If the Auckland Council needs more funding, then it's
obvious we need to increase rates.

Rates are ridiculously cheap compared to what a renter pays. Increase the rates for
larger land use if you must.
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1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

Redoing roads that don't need redoing.

My street used to have a beautifully smooth road that didn't need any maintenance
besides a few holes near the speed bumps.

However, someone decided it was a good idea to completely replace the road with
new bitumen. It's now way noisier and created a mess of stones everywhere for
nothing but detriment to both the Auckland Council coffers and the quality of the street.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

I think cycling is important for the city and wish we could invest more there. Only
problem is that whenever we do, it seems to be done with poor quality. Tamaki Drive is
a good example.

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

Public Transport and Cycling infrastructure. You can't spend enough on it.

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

Probably some pointless roading projects. Some are important of course.

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 know
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?

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

259



#7117

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 | don't know
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?

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: Devonport-Takapuna

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?

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:

We must get aucklanders out of cars. Stop building roads. We need regular, fast,
cheap public transport. And paths and cycleways that provide safe alternatives to cars.

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

Public transport, paths, 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:

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

Relocate the port North. Repurpose the land for housing, including social housing,
parks and community use.

Stop cruise ships coming into 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?

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

Relocate the port North. Repurpose the land for housing, including social housing,
parks and community use.

Stop cruise ships coming into the port.

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?
Tell us here:

Relocate the port North. Repurpose the land for housing, including social housing,
parks and community use.

Stop cruise ships coming into the port.

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:

Repurpose the land for housing, including social housing, parks and community use.

Stop cruise ships coming into the port.
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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:
Repurpose the land for housing, including social housing, parks and community use.

Stop cruise ships coming into the port.

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.
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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.

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?

Devonport-Takapuna

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Devonport-Takapuna in

2024/20257?

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

Progress the detailed business case and Very Important
delivery of a new library and community
hub in Takapuna.

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local Very Important
Parks Management Plan that will guide
decisions on the use and management of
our parks and open spaces.

Implement priority actions from the Very Important
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

Continue to build relationships with lwi and  Very Important
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest
to Maori including the restoration and
improvement of Te Uru Tapu.

Invest in the delivery of key events in our Very Important
town centres to support local businesses
and showcase our area to visitors and
locals alike.

Continue to renew and improve community  Very Important
facilities including the playground at Achilles
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities
at Becroft Park.

Continue support of our valued art partners ~ Very Important
who provide a wide range of programmes,
exhibitions and live productions and
performances.

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna 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: Devonport-Takapuna

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

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 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 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?
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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?

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
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
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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.

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 | 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?
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Local board priorities

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

Devonport-Takapuna,Hibiscus and Bays

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

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

| support most priorities

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

Progress the detailed business case and Fairly Important
delivery of a new library and community
hub in Takapuna.

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local Fairly Important
Parks Management Plan that will guide
decisions on the use and management of
our parks and open spaces.

Implement priority actions from the Not Important
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and  Not Important
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest
to Maori including the restoration and
improvement of Te Uru Tapu.

Invest in the delivery of key events in our Fairly Important
town centres to support local businesses
and showcase our area to visitors and
locals alike.

Continue to renew and improve community  Fairly Important
facilities including the playground at Achilles
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities
at Becroft Park.
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Continue support of our valued art partners
who provide a wide range of programmes,
exhibitions and live productions and
performances.

| don't know

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347?

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities

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

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

Our People — create opportunities that
support connectedness, diversity and
inclusion in our community.

Our Environment — focus on initiatives that
increase tree canopy cover, improve water
health and provide for resilient and low
carbon communities across Henderson-
Massey.

Our Community — ensure the maintenance
and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local
services and spaces meet the needs of our
diverse communities.

Our Places — support initiatives that
improve walking and cycling opportunities.

Our Economy — continue to support the
Western Initiative to deliver the Youth
Connections programme.

Tell us why
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assey proposed priorities for the 10-year

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed pri

Fairly Important

orities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/20257?

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

Support the development of community led
resilience networks in our area, so our
community and organisations will know who
does what, where to get information and
how to help, including in emergencies.

Very Important

Support and advocate for further protection
of our sea, soil and fresh water from
contamination and sedimentation through
methods such as re-naturalisation, or
daylighting.

Fairly Important

Engage with our community and key
stakeholders, including mana whenua, on
the future uses of our undeveloped
reserves, and older established ones,
including investigation of cost-effective
options for other informal recreation and
play in these areas.

| don't know

Continue to support activities that promote
vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity
in our area, such as events, festivals, and
other shared experiences in our public
spaces for all.

Very Important
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Continue to renew and enhance the paths
network (greenways) to create a safer, off
road, well-connected networks for active
modes of transport.

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Hibiscus and Bays 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: Devonport-Takapuna

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

Parks and Community Do more

Economic and cultural development

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?

Surf lifesaving clubs play a vital role in our community, providing essential services to
keep our beaches safe. However, many of these facilities are reaching end-of-life and
are in need of replacement. Without adequate funding, our clubs will struggle to
continue their lifesaving work effectively.
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Without fit-for-purpose facilities that people enjoy visiting, the Auckland region
risks losing the volunteers who provide the service, spelling the end of more than a
hundred years of vigilance on our beaches.

We therefore request that Auckland Council allocates $8.02 million in funding
within the Long Term Plan specifically earmarked for the rebuilds and ongoing
maintenance of surf lifesaving club facilities, as per Surf Lifesaving Northern Region’s
Surf 10:20 Capital Development proposal.

Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving Club has existed in its current location for 70
years. The current membership comprises ~150 active lifeguards, over 500 Junior Surf
children aged 6-14yrs and a further ~600 associate members. The building is well past
its useful life and can no longer adequately cater for its membership and activities. A
new building is therefore imperative to continue being able to serve the membership
and community.

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?

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)?
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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?

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
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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.

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,
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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?

With regard to Question 1c, Auckland Council has a central proposal that recommends
spending more where it is needed most. Surf Life Saving facilities are a critical
component of our community. They have served as temporary welfare and community
centres, as well as civil defence centres during regional emergencies, including during
the Auckland Anniversary flooding and Cyclone Gabrielle. Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving
Club volunteers rescued over 70 people in the Auckland Anniversary floods and did so
operating out of storage shipping containers.

Our facilities aren’t a nice to have, they are the heart of our service. Allocated
funding is essential to ensure the continued operation of our clubs and the safety of
beachgoers. The amount requested is minimal when compared to the benefit it will
have for the region.

Local board priorities

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

Hibiscus and Bays

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities

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

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

Our People — create opportunities that
support connectedness, diversity and
inclusion in our community.
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Our Environment — focus on initiatives that
increase tree canopy cover, improve water
health and provide for resilient and low
carbon communities across Henderson-
Massey.

Our Community — ensure the maintenance
and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local
services and spaces meet the needs of our
diverse communities.

Our Places — support initiatives that
improve walking and cycling opportunities.

Our Economy — continue to support the
Western Initiative to deliver the Youth
Connections programme.

Tell us why
7c. What do you think of the Henderson-Massey proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347?
Other

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/20257

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

Support the development of community led
resilience networks in our area, so our
community and organisations will know who
does what, where to get information and
how to help, including in emergencies.

Support and advocate for further protection
of our sea, soil and fresh water from
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contamination and sedimentation through
methods such as re-naturalisation, or
daylighting.

Engage with our community and key
stakeholders, including mana whenua, on
the future uses of our undeveloped
reserves, and older established ones,
including investigation of cost-effective
options for other informal recreation and
play in these areas.

Continue to support activities that promote
vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity
in our area, such as events, festivals, and
other shared experiences in our public
spaces for all.

Continue to renew and enhance the paths
network (greenways) to create a safer, off
road, well-connected networks for active
modes of transport.

“Finalising the review of the 2015 Mairangi
Bay Reserve Management plan and
supporting the Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving
Club to progress its redevelopment project
is imperative for the upcoming year.”

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Hibiscus and Bays proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347?

8. Do you have any other comments?

It should be a priority to deliver the Mairangi Bay Reserve Management Plan outcomes
within the 10 year period, including a new surf lifesaving club building and associated
storage, road closure and seawall maintenance
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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: Devonport-Takapuna

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 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?

Community building events to increase social cohesion, arts and cultural events
including food festivals where different ethnicities in our community could sell their food

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?

Better public transport routes, greater frequency in busses and trains, a second
harbour crossing (not for cars but for bikes. pedestrians and 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,Change the operational management

Tell us why:

It is important for the community to have this venue for sporting and other cultural
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:

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?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

We do not want more trucks and traffic on the roads.

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 | 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?

Devonport-Takapuna

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

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

| support all priorities

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

Progress the detailed business case and Very Important
delivery of a new library and community
hub in Takapuna.

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local Very Important
Parks Management Plan that will guide
decisions on the use and management of
our parks and open spaces.
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Implement priority actions from the
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

Fairly Important

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest
to Maori including the restoration and
improvement of Te Uru Tapu.

Very Important

Invest in the delivery of key events in our
town centres to support local businesses
and showcase our area to visitors and
locals alike.

Very Important

Continue to renew and improve community
facilities including the playground at Achilles
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities
at Becroft Park.

Fairly Important

Continue support of our valued art partners
who provide a wide range of programmes,
exhibitions and live productions and
performances.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

Since Covid, there have been more and more shops in Takapuna closing. We need to
bring people in as a destination to sue the beach, parks, shops, cafes etc. What is
happening to the vacant Commons and Colmar Brunton building? We need more

developmenttor

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347?

8. Do you have any other comments?

Arts, sports and culture is very important to building a strong and vibrant community.

We must continue to support these in o

ur local area
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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: Devonport-Takapuna

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 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?

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:

Lake Road to Devonport needs fixing now

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

Lake Road to Devonport transport corridor
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:

Currently the stadium is a white elephant - Auckland should build a stadium on the
waterfront area

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:

AC should not be in the business of investing in the airport or the port

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:

AC should not be in the business of operating 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:

Would like to see a downtown stadium with associated hospitality venues and other
public facilities

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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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.

Do not 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 | 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?

Devonport-Takapuna

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Devonport-Takapuna in

2024/20257?

| support most priorities

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

Progress the detailed business case and Fairly Important
delivery of a new library and community
hub in Takapuna.

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local Very Important
Parks Management Plan that will guide
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decisions on the use and management of
our parks and open spaces.

Implement priority actions from the
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

Fairly Important

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest
to Maori including the restoration and
improvement of Te Uru Tapu.

Fairly Important

Invest in the delivery of key events in our
town centres to support local businesses
and showcase our area to visitors and
locals alike.

Fairly Important

Continue to renew and improve community
facilities including the playground at Achilles
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities
at Becroft Park.

Very Important

Continue support of our valued art partners
who provide a wide range of programmes,
exhibitions and live productions and
performances.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347?

| 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: Devonport-Takapuna

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?

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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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

It's mostly sensible

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

Rail

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

Cycle lanes

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management

Tell us why:

Better use of facilities

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:

Provides funding certainty

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:

Sensibility

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:

Better use

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) 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 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
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 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?

Devonport-Takapuna

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Devonport-Takapuna in

2024/20257?

| support most priorities

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

Progress the detailed business case and Fairly Important
delivery of a new library and community
hub in Takapuna.

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local Fairly Important
Parks Management Plan that will guide
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decisions on the use and management of
our parks and open spaces.

Implement priority actions from the
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

Fairly Important

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest
to Maori including the restoration and
improvement of Te Uru Tapu.

Fairly Important

Invest in the delivery of key events in our
town centres to support local businesses
and showcase our area to visitors and
locals alike.

Fairly Important

Continue to renew and improve community
facilities including the playground at Achilles
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities
at Becroft Park.

Fairly Important

Continue support of our valued art partners
who provide a wide range of programmes,
exhibitions and live productions and
performances.

Not Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna 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: Devonport-Takapuna

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

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?

Actively work to stop this delusional spiral that Auckland has to continually grow to
preserve / develop a thriving and sustainable lifestyle for its people. Auckland
Council’s facilitation of population growth just impoverishes both existing and incoming

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?

Promoting Auckland as “the world’s most liveable city”, or similar delusional hubris.
Employing excessive non-productive management.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Don’t support any of the proposal

Tell us why:

Auckland Council must actively work to stop this delusional spiral that Auckland has to
continually grow to preserve / develop a thriving and sustainable lifestyle for its people.
Auckland Council’s facilitation of population growth just impoverishes both existing and
incoming communities.

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

“Congestion” charges.

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

Contracts where, for example, road surfaces are replaced (with lower quality product)
when there was no apparent benefit to users or residents.

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

Tell us why:

Sack Tataki Auckland Unlimited as they appear incompetent and/or operating on an
agenda that is not in the best interests of Auckland residents.
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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)?

Other

Tell us why:

Auckland airport is a strategic asset to Auckland and New Zealand, and control should
never be sold to third parties.

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

Tell us here:

Auckland port is a strategic asset to Auckland and New Zealand, and control should
never be leased or sold to third parties.

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:

Who would trust politicians or bureaucrats with a substantial Future Fund ?

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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Tell us why:

Auckland Council must retain ownership.

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 Council must retain ownership.

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).
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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?

Auckland Council must actively work to stop this delusional spiral that Auckland has to
continually grow to preserve / develop a thriving and sustainable lifestyle for its people.
Auckland Council’s facilitation of population growth just impoverishes both existing and

incoming communities.

Local board priorities

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

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

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

| do not support any priorities

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

Progress the detailed business case and Not Important
delivery of a new library and community
hub in Takapuna.

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local Not Important
Parks Management Plan that will guide
decisions on the use and management of
our parks and open spaces.

Implement priority actions from the Not Important
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and  Not Important
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest
to Maori including the restoration and
improvement of Te Uru Tapu.

Invest in the delivery of key events in our Not Important
town centres to support local businesses
and showcase our area to visitors and
locals alike.

Continue to renew and improve community  Fairly Important
facilities including the playground at Achilles
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities
at Becroft Park.

Continue support of our valued art partners  Not Important
who provide a wide range of programmes,
exhibitions and live productions and
performances.
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Tell us why

Waste of ratepayers’ money.

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-2034?

Support environmental groups; support sport and recreational groups only.

8. Do you have any other comments?

Auckland Council must actively work, even with central government, to stop this
delusional spiral that Auckland has to continually grow to preserve / develop a thriving
and sustainable lifestyle for its people. Auckland Council’s facilitation of population
growth just impoverishes both existing and incoming communities and the
environment.

Auckland Council must stop promoting Auckland as “the world’s most liveable city”, or
similar delusional hubris.
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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: Devonport-Takapuna

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 less

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?

Continue supporting the major local arts organizations in Auckland, i.e. Auckland
Philharmonia Orchestra, Auckland Live, NZ Opera, Royal NZ Ballet. These
organizations have placed Auckland/NZ on the international map in recent years,
attracting artists from all over the world to become involved. I've worked with similar
organizations overseas, and Auckland delivers a HIGH level of artistry which exceeds
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that of many companies in America and Europe. I'd love to see this upward trajectory
continue!

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

Transport - roads and public transit. Lots of unnecessary speed bumps being added to
roads, wearing down brakes and bushings of our vehicles faster. | think the addition of
speed cameras is the way to go - all it takes is one ticket in the mail to inspire slower
driving in the most vulnerable areas.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

My #1 concern is morning traffic. It has become unbearable since November 2023,
turning my once 20-min commute into a 40-min commute. | am personally coming
from the North Shore/Milford and entering the motorway at Northcote; there are
numerous schools in the area, making it almost impossible to get from the
neighborhoods to the onramp between 8:30-9am. Perhaps limits could be applied to
how many students are allowed drop-offs? Also, purpose-driven school buses like
they have in the USA? Dynamic lanes could possibly help, plus allowing TWO lanes to
turn onto the onramp from Northcote from Takapuna/Milford. The light coming out of
Smales Farm onto Northcote is supposed to start running at 9am, but many times |
wait until 9:10 before anything happens - this area (and many more) could greatly
benefit from having someone study the traffic patterns and make changes, giving
drivers more options for getting onto the motorway.

| personally feel like the public transit system is great as itis. No changes necessary.

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

Traffic management

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

Public transit
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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?

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?
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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 don't like the risk. | could see the cost of living rising tremendously if we cut our

shipment options at the port.

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

see above

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

Do not support
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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.

| 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.

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
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?

Devonport-Takapuna
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Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Devonport-Takapuna in

2024/20257?

| do not support most priorities

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

Progress the detailed business case and
delivery of a new library and community
hub in Takapuna.

Fairly Important

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local
Parks Management Plan that will guide
decisions on the use and management of
our parks and open spaces.

Fairly Important

Implement priority actions from the
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

Not Important

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest
to Maori including the restoration and
improvement of Te Uru Tapu.

Not Important

Invest in the delivery of key events in our
town centres to support local businesses
and showcase our area to visitors and
locals alike.

Not Important

Continue to renew and improve community
facilities including the playground at Achilles
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities
at Becroft Park.

Not Important

Continue support of our valued art partners
who provide a wide range of programmes,
exhibitions and live productions and
performances.

Very Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347
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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: Devonport-Takapuna

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

Water

City and local development

Environment and regulation

Parks and Community Do more

Economic and cultural development

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?

Surf lifesaving clubs play a vital role in our community, providing essential services to
keep our beaches safe. However, many of these facilities are reaching end-of-life and
are in need of replacement. Without adequate funding, our clubs will struggle to
continue their lifesaving work effectively. Without fit-for-purpose facilities that people
enjoy visiting, the Auckland region risks losing the volunteers who provide the service,
spelling the end of more than a hundred years of vigilance on our beaches. We
therefore request that Auckland Council allocates $8.02 million in funding within the
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Long Term Plan specifically earmarked for the rebuilds and ongoing maintenance of
surf lifesaving club facilities, as per Surf Lifesaving Northern Region’s Surf 10:20
Capital Development proposal. Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving Club has existed in its
current location for 70 years. The current membership comprises ~150 active
lifeguards, over 500 Junior Surf children aged 6-14yrs, and a further ~600 associate
members. The building is well past its useful life and can no longer adequately cater
for its membership and activities. A new building is therefore imperative to continue
being able to serve the membership and community.

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?

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)?

Tell us why:

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

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
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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).

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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With regard to Question 1¢, Auckland Council has a central proposal that recommends
spending more where it is needed most. Surf Life Saving facilities are a critical
component of our community. They have served as temporary welfare and community
centres, as well as civil defence centres during regional emergencies, including during
the Auckland Anniversary flooding and Cyclone Gabrielle. Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving
Club volunteers rescued over 70 people in the Auckland Anniversary floods and did so
operating out of storage shipping containers.

Our facilities aren’t a nice to have, they are the heart of our service. Allocated
funding is essential to ensure the continued operation of our clubs and the safety of
beachgoers. The amount requested is minimal when compared to the benefit it will
have for the region.

Local board priorities

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

Hibiscus and Bays

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: Devonport-Takapuna

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 less
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 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?

Look after parks
Make roads safer

Reduce road runoff into waterways

320




#7287

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:

Realise that sharing vehicles is the only availalble solution. Not traditional pblic
transport, nor private vehicle use.

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 is corporate welfare. Everyone should participate in sports. Watching sport is bad.

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's a monopoly which should be retained in public ownership.
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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:

Monopolies should be in public ownership and control

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:

Investment is needed in this changing world. Just ignoring and trying to minimise costs
willnot work.

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:

| expect that these areas will fall into private ownership over time and this transition as
long as we can

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:

Same reason

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 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 | 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 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 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 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?

i want the WQTR increased not reduced.

| want the targeted rates deleted and the costs shared

Local board priorities

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

Devonport-Takapuna

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

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

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?
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Progress the detailed business case and
delivery of a new library and community
hub in Takapuna.

Not Important

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local
Parks Management Plan that will guide
decisions on the use and management of
our parks and open spaces.

Very Important

Implement priority actions from the
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

Very Important

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest
to Maori including the restoration and
improvement of Te Uru Tapu.

Very Important

Invest in the delivery of key events in our
town centres to support local businesses
and showcase our area to visitors and
locals alike.

Fairly Important

Continue to renew and improve community
facilities including the playground at Achilles
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities
at Becroft Park.

Very Important

Continue support of our valued art partners
who provide a wide range of programmes,
exhibitions and live productions and
performances.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347?

Too modest. Auckland Council delivers a lot and could do more. Having to forgo a new

car or an overseas holiday is nothing.

8. Do you have any other comments?

Auckland is not going to become a better place to live if we just try to cut costs. To a
significant extent, cutting costs is why we are in such a mess.
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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: Devonport-Takapuna

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

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?
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Support most of the proposal
Tell us why:

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

Public transport (buses & trains)

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

Cycle lanes

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is

Tell us why:

Great asset and opportunity for the Shore

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?

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.

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.

| 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
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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?

Devonport-Takapuna

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Devonport-Takapuna in

2024/20257
Other

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

Progress the detailed business case and
delivery of a new library and community
hub in Takapuna.

Not Important

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local
Parks Management Plan that will guide
decisions on the use and management of
our parks and open spaces.

Fairly Important

Implement priority actions from the
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

| don't know

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest
to Maori including the restoration and
improvement of Te Uru Tapu.

| don't know

Invest in the delivery of key events in our
town centres to support local businesses
and showcase our area to visitors and
locals alike.

| don't know
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Continue to renew and improve community  Fairly Important
facilities including the playground at Achilles
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities
at Becroft Park.

Continue support of our valued art partners  Fairly Important
who provide a wide range of programmes,
exhibitions and live productions and
performances.

Tell us why

We need more on transport, traffic management and reducing sewer overflows

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-2034?

We need more on transport, traffic management and reducing sewer overflows

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: Devonport-Takapuna

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

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?

Less cultural stuff
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Making it easier and saving time when taking public transport would be great but at the
moment it takes a lot of people much longer to use public transport than by just driving.

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

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

Making everything so pretty with all the unnecessary decorations

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:
Would foreign investors be able to buy it, eg. CHINA?

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:

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) 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
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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?

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: Devonport-Takapuna

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?

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?

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)?

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?

Tell us here:

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

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
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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.

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?

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: Devonport-Takapuna

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

Water

City and local development

Environment and regulation

Parks and Community

Economic and cultural development

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)?

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?

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?
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.

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.
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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?

Devonport-Takapuna,Maungakiekie-Tamaki,Puketapapa

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Devonport-Takapuna in

2024/20257?

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

Progress the detailed business case and Fairly Important
delivery of a new library and community
hub in Takapuna.

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local Fairly Important
Parks Management Plan that will guide
decisions on the use and management of
our parks and open spaces.

Implement priority actions from the Fairly Important
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

Continue to build relationships with lwi and  Fairly Important
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest
to Maori including the restoration and
improvement of Te Uru Tapu.

Invest in the delivery of key events in our Fairly Important
town centres to support local businesses
and showcase our area to visitors and
locals alike.

Continue to renew and improve community  Fairly Important
facilities including the playground at Achilles
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities
at Becroft Park.

Continue support of our valued art partners  Not Important
who provide a wide range of programmes,
exhibitions and live productions and
performances.

Tell us why

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

Manurewa Local Board Priorities

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

345



More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?
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Continue to support, deliver and fund
initiatives that contribute to positive youth
development.

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus
on crime prevention, safer communities and
injury prevention.

Fund and support activities that include
older people and foster their community
participation with a specific focus on
reaching older migrants.

Invest in community led projects and
initiatives that respond to social connection
and cohesion, build climate resilience and
contribute to climate action.

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to
ensure our open space and sports field
network meets the demands of our diverse
communities.

Identify options for recreational activities to
support people of all ages and abilities
being casually active.

Investigate community lease options to
support Ngati Tamaoho aspirations for a
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park.

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker
programme to nurture creative expression
with a focus on supporting Maori and
Pacific creative arts.

Tell us why

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

2024-20347
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Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

2024/20257?

Very Important

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

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local
community grants.

Very Important

Building the capacity and capability of local
community and sporting groups towards
long-term sustainable funding models and
independence through our strategic
partnerships programme.

Very Important

Empowering community groups and
organisations to deliver community events
through sustainable funding models.

Fairly Important

Collaborate with mana whenua and
neighbouring local boards to protect and
restore our waterways through Tamaki
Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Fairly Important

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and
community to be leaders in climate action.
For example, through programmes like
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and
climate action education programme in
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood
(environmental volunteer grants) and
Songbird programmes (community pest
control and biodiversity initiative).

Fairly Important
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Support business associations to continue
supporting local businesses and ongoing
growth, development and liveliness of town
centres, including assisting Onehunga
Business Associations proposed BID
expansion.

Tell us why

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

| don't know

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate.

Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID)
programme and associated BID targeted rate?

Tell us why

Puketapapa Local Board Priorities

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

| support most priorities

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

Invest in opportunities to support local Very Important
community leadership.

Invest in climate change response Fairly Important
initiatives and support volunteer groups
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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

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

8. Do you have any other comments?

349



#7365
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: Devonport-Takapuna

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

Water

City and local development

Environment and regulation

Parks and Community

Economic and cultural development

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?

350



#7365

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)?

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?

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?
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.

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.
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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,Devonport-Takapuna,Puketapapa,Waitemata

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,
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

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.

Not Important

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

Not Important

Tell us why

If we take away bins its not going to promote minimal waste, its going to increase litter

and people dumping rubbish everywhere.

It will lead to more problems than what you think we have now. NZ is known for being

clean, dont ruin it

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

2024-20347
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Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Devonport-Takapuna in

2024/20257?

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

Progress the detailed business case and
delivery of a new library and community
hub in Takapuna.

Fairly Important

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local
Parks Management Plan that will guide
decisions on the use and management of
our parks and open spaces.

Fairly Important

Implement priority actions from the
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

| don't know

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest
to Maori including the restoration and
improvement of Te Uru Tapu.

Fairly Important

Invest in the delivery of key events in our
town centres to support local businesses
and showcase our area to visitors and
locals alike.

Fairly Important

Continue to renew and improve community
facilities including the playground at Achilles
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities
at Becroft Park.

Very Important

Continue support of our valued art partners
who provide a wide range of programmes,
exhibitions and live productions and
performances.

Not Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347?
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Puketapapa Local Board Priorities

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

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

Invest in opportunities to support local
community leadership.

Very Important

Invest in climate change response
initiatives and support volunteer groups
working on local environmental restoration /
protection and climate action programmes.

Not Important

Consider our investment in facilities and
services to see if there are opportunities to
do better.

Very Important

Support initiatives that improve and
encourage walking and cycling
opportunities.

Very Important

Help coordinate and support local business
groups.

Very Important

Tell us why

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

2024-20347

Waitemata Local Board Priorities

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

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

Deliver a new civic space at 254 Ponsonby
Road.

Not Important
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Complete detailed design of Leys Institute
remediation and seismic strengthening, and
progress physical works.

Not Important

Phased delivery of improvements for Heard
Park.

Fairly Important

Deliver services and programmes that
support youth activation, leadership, and
wellbeing, particularly in Newmarket.

Very Important

Develop programmes that improve
perceptions of safety within the City Centre,
and our town-centres.

Very Important

Support local communities to develop
Emergency Planning & Readiness
Response Plans.

Very Important

Seek opportunities to promote and
celebrate heritage places in Waitemata
including making digital content and place-
based stories more accessible.

Not Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Waitemata 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: Devonport-Takapuna

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

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?
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Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Stop raising pedestrian crossings and building obstructions in roads. Do not lower
speeds except around schools

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

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

Unnecessary Pedestrian crossings

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

Change the operational management

Tell us why:
A good facility

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
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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:

Too complex for the uninitiated

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?

| 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
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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.

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,
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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?

Too complex for a questionnaire

Local board priorities

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

Devonport-Takapuna

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

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

| support most priorities

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

Progress the detailed business case and Very Important
delivery of a new library and community
hub in Takapuna.

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local Very Important
Parks Management Plan that will guide
decisions on the use and management of
our parks and open spaces.

Implement priority actions from the Not Important
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

Continue to build relationships with lwi and  Not Important
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest
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to Maori including the restoration and
improvement of Te Uru Tapu.

Invest in the delivery of key events in our
town centres to support local businesses
and showcase our area to visitors and
locals alike.

Fairly Important

Continue to renew and improve community
facilities including the playground at Achilles
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities
at Becroft Park.

Fairly Important

Continue support of our valued art partners
who provide a wide range of programmes,
exhibitions and live productions and
performances.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

All improvements to services

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347

Don’t know

8. Do you have any other comments?

Impossible to know
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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: Devonport-Takapuna

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

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?

Surf lifesaving clubs play a vital role in our community, providing essential services to
keep our beaches safe. However, many of these facilities are reaching end-of-life and
are in need of replacement. Without adequate funding, our clubs will struggle to
continue their lifesaving work effectively.
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Without fit-for-purpose facilities that people enjoy visiting, the Auckland region
risks losing the volunteers who provide the service, spelling the end of more than a
hundred years of vigilance on our beaches.

We therefore request that Auckland Council allocates $8.02 million in funding
within the Long Term Plan specifically earmarked for the rebuilds and ongoing
maintenance of surf lifesaving club facilities, as per Surf Lifesaving Northern Region’s
Surf 10:20 Capital Development proposal.

Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving Club has existed in its current location for 70
years. The current membership comprises ~150 active lifeguards, over 500 Junior Surf
children aged 6-14yrs and a further ~600 associate members. The building is well past
its useful life and can no longer adequately cater for its membership and activities. A
new building is therefore imperative to continue being able to serve the membership
and community.

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?

| 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:
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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 know
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?

| 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:

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

| don't know

366



#7378

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
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and | don't know
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 | 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
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 | 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?

With regard to Question 1¢, Auckland Council has a central proposal that recommends
spending more where it is needed most. Surf Life Saving facilities are a critical
component of our community. They have served as temporary welfare and community
centres, as well as civil defence centres during regional emergencies, including during
the Auckland Anniversary flooding and Cyclone Gabrielle. Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving
Club volunteers rescued over 70 people in the Auckland Anniversary floods and did so
operating out of storage shipping containers.

Our facilities aren’t a nice to have, they are the heart of our service. Allocated
funding is essential to ensure the continued operation of our clubs and the safety of
beachgoers. The amount requested is minimal when compared to the benefit it will
have for the region.

Local board priorities

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

Hibiscus and Bays

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities

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

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?
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Our People — create opportunities that
support connectedness, diversity and
inclusion in our community.

Our Environment — focus on initiatives that
increase tree canopy cover, improve water
health and provide for resilient and low
carbon communities across Henderson-
Massey.

Our Community — ensure the maintenance
and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local
services and spaces meet the needs of our
diverse communities.

Our Places — support initiatives that
improve walking and cycling opportunities.

Our Economy — continue to support the
Western Initiative to deliver the Youth
Connections programme.

Tell us why
7c. What do you think of the Henderson-Massey proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347?

| support all priorities

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/20257

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

Support the development of community led
resilience networks in our area, so our

369



#7378

community and organisations will know who
does what, where to get information and
how to help, including in emergencies.

Support and advocate for further protection
of our sea, soil and fresh water from
contamination and sedimentation through
methods such as re-naturalisation, or
daylighting.

Engage with our community and key
stakeholders, including mana whenua, on
the future uses of our undeveloped
reserves, and older established ones,
including investigation of cost-effective
options for other informal recreation and
play in these areas.

Continue to support activities that promote
vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity
in our area, such as events, festivals, and
other shared experiences in our public
spaces for all.

Continue to renew and enhance the paths
network (greenways) to create a safer, off
road, well-connected networks for active
modes of transport.

Finalising the review of the 2015 Mairangi
Bay Reserve Management plan and
supporting the Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving
Club to progress its redevelopment project
is imperative for the upcoming year.

Tell us why

It should be a priority to deliver the Mairangi Bay Reserve Management Plan outcomes
within the 10 year period, including a new surf lifesaving club building and associated
storage, road closure and seawall maintenance

7c. What do you think of the Hibiscus and Bays 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: Devonport-Takapuna

Your feedback

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

Do more (increase council services/ investmen