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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?

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

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

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

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

Tell us here:

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

| don't know
Tell us why:

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

| don't know
Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 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
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

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

Support

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

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

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

Do not support

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

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to | 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?

| 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 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.
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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 As proposed
Environment and regulation Do less
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support Do less

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

Develop Potts into commercial and sporting hub

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

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:

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

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

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

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

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

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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.

Support

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

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

| don't know

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

Support
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

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

Local board priorities

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

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.

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

Very Important

11




YOUR
SAY

#1121

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?

8. Do you have any other comments?

12
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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 Do more
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support As proposed

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

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

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

13
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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)?

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

Tell us why:

As gateway to the city, Auckland Council should maintain their AIAL shares.

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:

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

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:
The port should be moved out of the city, and the land should be redeveloped.

Also no-one was really held accountable for the 350 million failed Darwin project, were
they?

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

15
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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.

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,

Support

16




A

A/
e/ e

#11233 -2

]
P —1

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.

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.

17
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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

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?

Auckland council needs to improve internal efficiencies and deliver better outcomes to

ratepayers.
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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.

19
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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)?

20
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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.

21



oN=T

#11243 *P

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

22
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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

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
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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

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
contamination and sedimentation through
methods such as re-naturalisation, or
daylighting.

24
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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?
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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?

We need better public transport and better environmental policies. For such projects |
would pay more

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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No - we need investment.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Do not support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Removing the fuel tax is a bad mistake which will come to haunt Aucklanders for years
to come.

We cannot stop funding for vital public transport infrastructure and cycleways.

What will happen now is even worse car traffic and congestion and environmental
pollution levels will increase.

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

Public trance infrastructure.

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

Anything supporting the car and fuel industry.

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

Change the operational management
Tell us why:

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

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

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

Tell us here:

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

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

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

Support

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

Support

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

Support

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

| don't know

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

| don't know

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

| don't know

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

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

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

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

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support

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

Local board priorities

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

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.

| 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.

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

Ok, but nothing special. It misses environmental and public transport policies such as
reducing traffic on Lake Road, environmental protection of Mt Vic, North Head and the
wider coastline, stormwater pipe upgrades to reduce/ limit wastewater overflow into the

sea etc.

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 Do less
Council support As proposed

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

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

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?
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Support all of the proposal
Tell us why:

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

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

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct
Tell us why:

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

Proceed with the proposal
Tell us why:

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

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

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

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

Support

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

Support

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

| don't know

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

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

Do not support

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

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

properties and boundaries.

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

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

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

Local board priorities

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

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 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  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 Very Important
town centres to support local businesses
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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.

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 2024-2034?

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

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?
Other

Tell us why:

In 2020 an Independent Panel review of Auckland Council CCO'’s lead by respected
Chair Miriam Dean stated “The harsh economic reality is Auckland neither needs nor
can afford four stadiums (Eden Park, Mt Smart, Western Springs and Albany
Stadium)”.

In September 2023 Auckland Council issued a Request for Expressions of Interest
“Main Auckland Stadium” which reiterated the findings of the 2020 review. “Auckland
(read we ratepayers) neither need, nor can afford four stadiums.”

I would like to understand why the Council have not acted on that independent
recommendation.

Albany Stadium cost $41m to build in 1997. Was then loaned by North Shore
taxpayers another $30m in 2006, a loan later forgiven because they could never pay it
back. It is now forecast to cost ratepayers in capital expenditure a further $33m over
ten years. Last year it lost $2.6m. At this rate it would be an additional $26m over the
next ten years from ratepayers. This is a total of $130m cost to the ratepayers.

Chair of Tataki Auckland Unlimited, Vicki Salmon has written Albany Stadium “is - by
far - the least used in the region’s stadium network”, “concert promoters and sports
executives who decide where to put their events on dislike the Albany venue for a
number of reasons.” “the stadium doesn’t meet the North Shore community’s needs
nor the requirements of its main long-term users, including rugby and football, “with no
replacement regular tenant revenue or one-off major sporting or music events on the
horizon” and most accurately “overall, they (fans/ratepayers) don’t come anymore”. |
note per Councillor Watson that North Harbour rugby’s average crowd was only 1,500
at home games.
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Option 1 Feedback - So we have a stadium that has taken $130m of ratepayer money
that no-one on the North Shore uses, nor do event promotors or sports administrators
want to use it. This is a incredibly poor return on ratepayer investment. However
Councillor John Watson advocates keeping this unused monument and incurring more
significant ratepayer cost for no return. | do not support this.

Option 2 Feedback - The LTP and Deputy Chair of Eke Panuku Jennah Wootton notes
Option two will deliver a 10,000 person stadium that will be “fit for purpose”, an often
rolled out cliché by politicians and bureaucrats when there is no underlying detail,
business case, nor financial plan, all of which are noticeably absent in the LTP. How
can we support this with no detail.

So we are being presented with replacing a 17,000 capacity stadium with a rectangular
field no one uses with a 10,000 capacity stadium with a rectangular field “they will all
come to”...... except history shows they don’t, and despite what the politicians and
bureaucrats tell us, we all know they won’t because for NZ Rugby or Taylor Swift or
anyone else there is Mt Smart, Spark Arena, Eden Park, Western Springs and the
Domain which recently hosted Symphony in the Park.

Finally there are no cost estimates for Option two but you can be sure that to build an
8,000 — 10,000 person stadium will cost ratepayers vastly more than $33m given the
$100m+ put into Albany since 1997 which also was “fit for purpose”, and you can be
sure when nobody comes, it will be the Auckland ratepayers funding the ongoing
operating losses, and the inevitable significant additional capital expenditure required. |
do not support this.

| propose the following:
Option four —

Let’'s accept the consistent unbiased advice that Auckland neither needs nor can afford
four stadiums, with Albany being by far the least used, and lets observe the undeniable
fact that North Shore ratepayers never use or attend Albany stadium, and indeed that
event promoters and sports administrators don’t want to bring their events to Albany
(regardless of who operates the stadium).

| propose we take the $33m of forecast capex and use that across the entire North
Shore to either upgrade or build new community sport and recreation facilities that all
ratepayers can use every day.

And if Albany Stadium is really worth $450m per Councillor Watson, but is only
attended by fewer than 1,500 people at North Harbour Rugby home games several
times a year, then | propose it would be better to sell that asset and reallocate that
significant capital into projects ratepayers want and need, rather than it be tied up in an
unused asset that is Albany Stadium.
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4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Tell us why:

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

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

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

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
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.
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

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

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

Local board priorities

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

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: 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.

44



1d.

oN=T

#11294 *P

- 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.

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?

Keep the stadium precinct as it is

Tell us why:

Once these resources are lost they are lost forever to a growing and changing
community and take decades to build again. Look at Mt smart and where it is now.
North shore will continue to grow and need facilities like this in the future. It just needs
to be supported and managed correctly.
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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:

Why sell these critical NZ assets to overseas funds or businesses and ultimately lose
control for generations. What can't the NZ super fund invest fully and they become
assets for all NZers and we control our destiny. Auckland City gets the funds it needs
but we haven't given control of our primary airport and port to another country.

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

Tell us here:

Why sell these critical NZ assets to overseas funds or businesses and ultimately lose
control for generations. What can't the NZ super fund invest fully and they become
assets for all NZers and we control our destiny. Auckland City gets the funds it needs
but we haven't given control of our primary airport and port to another country.

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

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

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

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

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:

Nz has other ports that can take cars or other freight capacity costs more efficiently
and on rail and not more commercial vehicles through our centre city

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:

Why sell these critical NZ assets to overseas funds or businesses and ultimately lose
control for generations. What can't the NZ super fund invest fully and they become
assets for all NZers and we control our destiny. Auckland City gets the funds it needs
but we haven't given control of our primary airport and port to another country.

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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

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

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.

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?

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
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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.

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.
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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

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.

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.

Very 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
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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

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

Finalising the review of the 2015 Mairangi
Bay Reserve Management plan and
supporting the Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving

modes of transport. 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?

No
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: 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 Do more
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support As proposed

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

Public transport
Road safety
Walking and cycling

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

Stop spending on transport projects that reward single occupant vehicles.

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?
Road safety
Walking and cycling

Public transport

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

Greenfield transport infrastructure

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

| support a more intimate stadium for 5-8000 people

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

Proceed with the proposal
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Tell us why:

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

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and 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:

| strongly oppose privatisation by way of lease of port operations

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

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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

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

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

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse Support
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

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

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

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

Increase parking charges substantially.

Remove free parking for all elected members - it's called leadership.

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?
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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
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.

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?

Stop the auctions, bank loans high interest and inflation in the house market. Make the
rich pay more taxes.
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Don’t support any of the proposal

Tell us why:

Fund with rich taxes.

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

Healthcare. Bring more doctors and nurses to the country. Stop Australia and UK
restriction. There's very talented specialists in the rest of the world.

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

Golf courses.

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

Tell us why:
Sell it. Plenty of options already.

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

| don't know
Tell us why:

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

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).

| 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.

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

Support

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

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

| don't know

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

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

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

Local board priorities

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

8. Do you have any other comments?

Increase the benefits for retired citizens. 1 of 4 65 year old citizen still rents and things
get rough.
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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 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 all of the proposal

Tell us why:

Fast effective public transport is essential to our global competition to retain and bring
mobile talent as well as for everyone who lives and here

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:

For all of the reasons set out in the LTP

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:

The financial advantages of the lease proposal are not sufficient to compensate for the
risk that over the length of the proposed lease the port land might have more pressing
and valuable uses.

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:

For all the reasons enumerated in the LTP

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

| agree with the suggested self insurance plans and the arrangements for the future
fund

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

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

Support

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

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.
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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?

Aotea/Great Barrier,Devonport-Takapuna

Aotea/Great Barrier Local Board Priorities

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

| support most priorities

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

Continue the regular programme of funding  Very Important
for community groups to deliver services
and environmental groups to deliver
ecology works.

Continue our regular maintenance of parks  Very Important
and assets.

Investigate improvements for playground Fairly Important
areas island-wide.
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Support implementation of aspects of the Very Important
new Destination Management Plan.

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Aotea/Great Barrier proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-20347?

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 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 Very Important
town centres to support local businesses
and showcase our area to visitors and
locals alike.
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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 ~ 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?

Other

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

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development Do less
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?

More storm resilience. Improve roading. Reduce pollution on our beaches.

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 raised road crossing. Stop cultural spending for 3 years. Stop AT spending
money stupid things like street beautification.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

We can't understand why so many large buses are used in off peak times. They are
often only have one or two people on board.

Reduce traffic management by 90%. Why can't they use temporary traffic lights.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?
Speed cameras instead of raised crossings.
Flood resilience.
Reducing pollution on our beaches.

maintenance of parks and reserves

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?
Cultural activities.
AT in general.

Road management.

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

Tell us why:

| live on the shore and have never been to the stadium.
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4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

The airport is a disaster so it needs to be managed better.

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:

The port is an ugly place so needs to move. This would stop large trucks moving
through city streets.

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:

| think this would help Auckland invest in making it a more desirable city.

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

Tell us here:

no
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5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

| don't know

Tell us why:

| don't often go there so don't have opinion.

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

| don't know

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the Support
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

| don't know

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

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

Support

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

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

| don't know

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

Support

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

no

Local board priorities

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

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 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 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 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  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?
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Mostly OK, although far to much emphasis on liwi, when we have greater numbers of
other cultures.

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?

Other

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

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

Where I'd like Auckland Council to do/spend more

Public Transport - Ensure public transport is affordable, accessible, and reliable,
prioritising investment in public transport infrastructure over road spending.
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Active Transport - Urgently transition towards low emissions communities by
prioritising and increasing, not reducing, investment in walking and cycling
infrastructure.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal
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Tell us why:

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

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

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

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

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

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

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:

The last three major port studies have concluded the port is unsustainable in its
current location.

Keeping the port in its current location until 2060 imposes billions of dollars in road
and rail costs on an already congested transport network.

The proposal contains no mention of the environmental and social impacts of the
port remaining where it is.

Prolonging the status quo until at least 2060 prevents significant social, economic
and environmental benefits from turning the port land into a thriving urban
environment.
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The average 7.5 per cent expected return on the fund suggests it will rely on some
high-growth investments. The global consultancy firm PwC says such investments will
be “more volatile” but the targeted return “may be achievable”.

If the council does end up with a $2b fund, and even if it earns 7.5 per cent per year on
average, that’s about 5 per cent after tax, which means an income of $100m a year.
That's hardly a great outcome? It's roughly what the airport shares and port dividend
return now.

Wealth funds like the Super Fund and, presumably, the proposed AFF, make much of
their money by investing in long-life infrastructure. Like, say, ports and airports.

So the proposal is to sell council assets in order to establish a fund that will invest in
assets like the ones just sold.

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 past four reports on the future of the Auckland port have reached the same
conclusion: That it will outgrow its present site in between 20 and 30 years.

The capacity constraint relates to the size of the wharves, but that’s a relatively minor
issue. If the port does stay on its present site, the reports agree, the road and rail
networks that service it will need massive upgrading.

The 2016 Port Future Study put the indicative cost of this upgrade at about $1b. Since
then, construction costs, freight and population have all ballooned. I'll be a lot higher
now.

A private port operator will not be doing that work. But it will want a guarantee that it
gets done.

This is a massive hidden cost.

Leaving the port where it is and not fixing its transport woes is unthinkable.
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4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

Leave this decision to a time in the future. Let the Port company continue to fully use
the area that it has in order to maximise its return to the Council. If the Port company
advises that land is surplus to its requirements then at that time the Council

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

Leave this decision to a time in the future. Let the Port company continue to fully use
the area that it has in order to maximise its return to the Council. If the Port company
advises that land is surplus to its requirements then at that time the Council can
develop plans for its use. To do so now is a further distraction to the stretched
resources of the Council. It may be a wild goose chase.

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

Support

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

Other

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

Support

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

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

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?

Changes to other rates, fees and charges
Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
Support

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

Revenue gained from NETR affects the delivery of essential projects to protect our
biodiversity and taonga species. For example, the rate funds kauri dieback track
upgrades, treatment support for landowners with kauri dieback, monitoring of the
health of our forests and education for visitors to prevent further spread of the disease
and predator control on our islands and the mainland. This work supports the health of
our environment, which we need to be healthy to keep humans healthy, by filtering our
water, catching and intercepting rainfall, holding our soils and slopes together and
cleaning our air. Having spent years with large parts of the track network closed to
protect kauri it is important to ensure this work continues as planned to enable safe
access to our wild places, which are so important for our mental and physical health,
and the health of our forests.

Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR)
Other

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

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate

Support
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Discontinue Long Term Differential Strategy
Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools

Don’t support

Continue rollout of rates funded refuse collection
Support

Local board priorities

| support the following local board priorities (other):

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

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

Growth of active transport networks such as cycleways and walkways.
Establishment and development of green corridors.

Development and implementation of Climate Action Plans.

Circular economy strategies and actions.

Grants and investment into community services provide great value to Aucklanders.
For every dollar that the council invests we get back many more volunteer hours. Many
boards invest a significant amount into support for local community conservation to
protect taonga species or landscapes. Efforts like these are important for both nature
and communities, enabling and empowering residents to take action for themselves,
increasing ownership of our environmental challenges across the community, resulting
in more long-term sustainability for conservation activity.

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 all 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
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.

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-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 less

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

More for the 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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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?

Electrification
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?
Other

Tell us here:
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Move the port

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

Other

Tell us here:

Move the port. Brown campaigned on this. Why has he changed track? Not enough
reasons have been given

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:

and move the port out of auckland

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:

Do it sooner

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.

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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scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

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

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

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

properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 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

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.

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
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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.

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

All very important

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 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?

Public transport that is affordable, accessible and reliable.

Walking and cycling infrastructure to keep people, especially kids, safe, and to
encourage more people out of cars reducing traffic congestion for those who need to
drive and reducing emissions.
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Water Quality - Re-establish the full funding of the Water Quality Targeted Rate
(WQTR) to pre-2023/2024 budget levels to ensure delivery and growth of related work
programmes.

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

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

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

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

Spending on building new roads.

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.

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

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

| am encouraged to see initiatives in the Mayoral proposal 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
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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.

| support increasing 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. Cycling and walking need to be made safer and easier,
so more people choose to get out of their cars, reducing carbon emissions and
reducing traffic congestion, freeing up roads for people who need to drive.

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

Public transport, walking and cycling infrastructure

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:

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

| don't know
Tell us why:

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

| don't know
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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

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.

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

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?
Other

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

Parks Management Plan that will guide
decisions on the use and management of
our parks and open spaces.

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

hub in Takapuna.

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local | don't know

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.

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

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?

| support:

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

Growth of active transport networks such as cycleways and walkways.

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 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 more

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

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

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?
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Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

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

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

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

Change the operational management

Tell us why:

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

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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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.

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
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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).

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.

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?
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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
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
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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

Cut your spending and stop cozying up to Maori

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?

More and better protected cycle lanes, make the ferries better, more space for bikes
on them, make them run on time, more and better bus lanes, better public transport,
I've still been waiting a month for AT to explain to me why the Bayswater bus left
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before | had time to walk to it from the ferry, more pedestrianised streets, get rid of all
of the dangerous left hand turn slip lanes at intersections.

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

No, | want to pay more for a much better city, just keep doing less of what ever caters
for cars.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

I want more pedestrian crossings and cycle ways, dynamic lanes just encourages and
caters to driving, the real solution is better public transport, and better cycling and
walking facilities.

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

Public transport, walking and cycling.

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

Catering for cars.

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management

Tell us why:

It's completely under-utilised and unnecessary, and too far away, demolish it and put
housing there close to shopping, recreational and public transport facilities. Demolish
Eden Park while your at it and make it a test cricket suitable oval, demolish mt smart
as well and make it a public park, build a world class waterfront stadium instead if
keeping these under-utilised average three.
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4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

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

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:
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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:

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.

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.
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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.

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

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?
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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.

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.

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

Just improve public transport and walking and cycling facilities, implement the Belmont
then centre and lake road upgrades, make the ferry’s run better.

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?

Build a world class waterfront stadium in the city, improve public transport, build more
bus and cycle lanes and pedestrianised streets, make all of the ferry’s trains and buses
run better. Get rid of all of the left hand turn slip lanes at intersections.
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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 Do more
Council support As proposed

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

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

Support most of the proposal
Tell us why:
2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?
2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management
Tell us why:

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?

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund
Tell us here:

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

Support

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

Support

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

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

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 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  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
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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

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?

| would like to see more investment in public/active transport to enable mode shift in
Auckland, this is critical to help Auckland to meet it's climate goals, parking on arterial
roads need to be removed on mass to make room for safe cycling and/or rapid transit.
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We need cheap surface light rail that is build within existing corridors. The Auckland
Deal needs to go through to allow Auckland to meet these goals.

Eke Panuku’s work in Northcote has been transformative and their programs need to
be expanded as developing higher density and sought after town centres increases the
rates intake relative to the costs of providing infrastructure and other services to
residents.

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

Auckland council needs to replace jobs being done by contractors with in house staff

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

It doesn't include enough cycling investment, surface light rail, cycling/walking over the
harbour bridge. mode shift needs to be accomplished faster by rolling out changes to
our transit.

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

My partner and | often cycle from the north shore via upper harbour drive to Westgate
and back, there are areas with great infrastructure, the concrete dividers are the best
but the intersection of Upper Harbour drive and Albany highway needs serious work, it
is scary for even my experienced biking friends. Upper Harbour Drive to the cycle lane
in Glenfield also need to be connected up.

Continuous bike networks are key to enabling mode shift, the number of users of the
north-western cycleway attests to this, therefore closing these and other gaps in the
cycle network should be a priority as this will enable a lot of journeys to be undertaken
by bike from people who aren't serious cyclists.

The transport funding share of cycling, walking, and public transport should be at or
higher than the 2030 mode share targets in TERP, e.g. the funding for cycling should
be at least 17%, what we fund and maintain is what people will use.

In addition we need to spend more on:

Surface light rail.
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Mass rollout of 30km/hr speed limits, during road renewals, minor adjustments to make
the road safer should also be undertaken such as narrowing the painted lane
markings.

More low traffic neighbourhoods.

Removal of car parks and roll out of paid parking/removal of parking from arterial
roads.

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

Less consultations, they should only be used to get community feedback where local
knowledge is needed, overall project goals such as enabling mode shift via reallocated
space and improving safety should be left to the experts.

Less road widening, space should be reallocated from cars instead.

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct
Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

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

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

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

Support

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

Support

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

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

| 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

Support
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

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

Local board priorities

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

Albert-Eden,Devonport-Takapuna,Hibiscus and Bays

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

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

| support most priorities

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

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

Very Important

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

Fairly Important

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

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

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

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

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

Tell us why

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

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.
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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.

Very Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Ta
budget 2024-20347?

Lake road needs a protected cycle lane

kapuna proposed priorities for the 10-year

rather than paint.

We need to desensitise Sea Cliff Ave and Vauxhall Road from being used as a rat run

to avoid traffic, it is currently unsafe for

kids to bike to school on these roads and

everyone merging back onto lake road causes a huge amount of traffic on Lake road,

congestion charging for this road would
kids at school.

help and should include parents dropping off

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 2024/2025?

Very 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

Very 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.

Very 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.

Very 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.

Very 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 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 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?

Integration of transport services

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

Car parks

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is

Tell us why:

Lived on shore 20 years and never once been there

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

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

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

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

Support

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

Support

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

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

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

Do not support

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

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

properties and boundaries.

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

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

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

Local board priorities

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

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.

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 Not Important
town centres to support local businesses
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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.

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 2024-2034?

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 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:

I would like to see more spent on cycleways and traffic calming measures.

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

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

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us why:

Keep the airport shares.

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

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

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

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

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

Do not support

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

Support

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

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

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

Support

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

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

| 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?

| 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.

Implement priority actions from the Fairly 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
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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.

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 2024-2034?

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 Do more

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

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
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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

| don't know

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

| don't know
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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.

| 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.

| don't know

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?

Proceed with the central proposal

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

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

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

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

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?
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Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?
Make the footpath more wheelchair and pram-friendly.

Develop an infrastructure from the central city to the airport. Currenly the only way for
the tourist to get to the airport is by bus or taxi. We need a railway service.

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

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is

Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

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

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund
Tell us here:

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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

Support

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

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
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

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

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support

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

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

Local board priorities

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

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

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

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development Do less
Environment and regulation As proposed
Parks and Community 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?

None

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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Less towards Maori cultural sites/centres. $171 million is far too much for any
expected return. Perhaps at a later date when the P&L allows it.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?
Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:

It makes sense

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:

Makes economic sense

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:

Makes economic sense. We have no influence over AIAL; receive minimal dividend.
DO IT!

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:

A good way of making the asset sweat.

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:

Help cap future rate increases

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

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

Support

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

Support

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

Do not support

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

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

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

Support

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

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 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 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  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?

Waiheke Local Board Priorities

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

| support most priorities

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

Delivering core council operational Very Important
services, such as mowing, track and facility
maintenance, and the library.
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Programmes which protect, restore, and
enhance the island’s natural environment,
and initiatives that provide opportunities for
community connectedness, capability and
resilience.

Not Important

Working with our community and
businesses to progress actions within the
Waiheke Island Climate Action Plan.

Not Important

Progressing recommended actions within
the Waiheke Local Parks Management Plan
and the Rangihoua Reserve and Onetangi
Sports Park Reserve Management Plan.

Fairly Important

Working with mana whenua and
mataawaka to identify and respond to their
needs and aspirations.

Not Important

Capital projects including the Tawaipareira
Reserve playground.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

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

20347

The main points are acceptable except one included below. Council does not currently
have sufficient funds to satisfy a select few residents.

» working with mana whenua and mataawaka to identify and respond to their needs

and aspirations

Waiheke can be a major tourist destination with just a bit more investment and

imagination

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 As proposed
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development Do less
Council support As proposed

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

community resilience in food production, environmental protection and ensuring
commercial housing developments provide enough open community space., gardens
etc that balance the need of belonging and reduce harmful over development.

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?

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

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

| don't know

Tell us why:

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

| don't know

Tell us why:

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

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

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

Other

Tell us here:

invest in the protection of the Hauraki gulf

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

Tell us here:

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

| don't know
Tell us why:
5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?
Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 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
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

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

Support

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

| don't know

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

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

Support

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

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

| don't know

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?

Aotea/Great Barrier,Devonport-Takapuna,Waitakere Ranges

Aotea/Great Barrier Local Board Priorities

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

| support all priorities

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

Continue the regular programme of funding  Very Important
for community groups to deliver services
and environmental groups to deliver
ecology works.

Continue our regular maintenance of parks  Fairly Important
and assets.

Investigate improvements for playground Not Important
areas island-wide.

Support implementation of aspects of the | don't know
new Destination Management Plan.

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Aotea/Great Barrier proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-2034?
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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 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  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 | don't know
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?
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7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Waitakere Ranges in 2024/2025?

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

Initiatives to support community resilience
and safety.

| support most priorities

Progress priority actions from the Waitakere
Ranges Local Climate Plan (currently under
development).

Very Important

Restoration and enhancement of significant
ecological areas on local parks and in buffer
zones around the regional park.

Not Important

Operating grants for arts and culture
programmes delivered by our community
arts partners, such as Te Uru.

Fairly Important

Continue to activate library spaces with
programmes, services and events.

Fairly Important

Operating grants to support Glen Eden and
Titirangi Community Houses.

Fairly Important

Invest in our relationship with mana
whenua, Te Kawerau a Maki.

Very Important

Initiatives to support youth/rangatahi.

Very Important

Progress an application for Waitakere
Ranges Heritage Area to become a dark
sky place.

Very Important

Tell us why

Not Important
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7c. What do you think of the Waitakere Ranges 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 As proposed
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation Do less
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development Do less
Council support Do less

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

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:

Making current traffic flows more efficient is a high priority

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

Remove or make more dynamic the lights allowing cars onto sH1. Often motorway is
free flowing and lights creating long traffic delays.

Widening lake road. Current situation unacceptable.

Also more frequent ferry services to more locations in Auckland.

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

Putting raised pedestrian crossings and more traffic lights. Need more roundabouts.

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

Tell us why:

In 2020 an Independent Panel review of Auckland Council CCO’s lead by respected
Chair Miriam Dean stated “The harsh economic reality is Auckland neither needs nor
can afford four stadiums (Eden Park, Mt Smart, Western Springs and Albany
Stadium)”.

In September 2023 Auckland Council issued a Request for Expressions of Interest
“Main Auckland Stadium” which reiterated the findings of the 2020 review. “Auckland
(read we ratepayers) neither need, nor can afford four stadiums.”

| would like to understand why the Council have not acted on that independent
recommendation.
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Albany Stadium cost $41m to build in 1997. Was then loaned by North Shore
taxpayers another $30m in 2006, a loan later forgiven because they could never pay it
back. It is now forecast to cost ratepayers in capital expenditure a further $33m over
ten years. Last year it lost $2.6m. At this rate it would be an additional $26m over the
next ten years from ratepayers. This is a total of $130m cost to the ratepayers.

Chair of Tataki Auckland Unlimited, Vicki Salmon has written Albany Stadium “is - by
far - the least used in the region’s stadium network”, “concert promoters and sports
executives who decide where to put their events on dislike the Albany venue for a
number of reasons.” “the stadium doesn’t meet the North Shore community’s needs
nor the requirements of its main long-term users, including rugby and football, “with no
replacement regular tenant revenue or one-off major sporting or music events on the
horizon” and most accurately “overall, they (fans/ratepayers) don’t come anymore”. |
note per Councillor Watson that North Harbour rugby’s average crowd was only 1,500

at home games.

Option 1 Feedback - So we have a stadium that has taken $130m of ratepayer money
that no-one on the North Shore uses, nor do event promotors or sports administrators
want to use it. This is a incredibly poor return on ratepayer investment. However
Councillor John Watson advocates keeping this unused monument and incurring more
significant ratepayer cost for no return. | do not support this.

Option 2 Feedback - The LTP and Deputy Chair of Eke Panuku Jennah Wootton notes
Option two will deliver a 10,000 person stadium that will be “fit for purpose”, an often
rolled out cliché by politicians and bureaucrats when there is no underlying detail,
business case, nor financial plan, all of which are noticeably absent in the LTP. How
can we support this with no detail.

So we are being presented with replacing a 17,000 capacity stadium with a rectangular
field no one uses with a 10,000 capacity stadium with a rectangular field “they will all
come to”...... except history shows they don’t, and despite what the politicians and
bureaucrats tell us, we all know they won’t because for NZ Rugby or Taylor Swift or
anyone else there is Mt Smart, Spark Arena, Eden Park, Western Springs and the
Domain which recently hosted Symphony in the Park.
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Finally there are no cost estimates for Option two but you can be sure that to build an
8,000 — 10,000 person stadium will cost ratepayers vastly more than $33m given the
$100m+ put into Albany since 1997 which also was “fit for purpose”, and you can be
sure when nobody comes, it will be the Auckland ratepayers funding the ongoing
operating losses, and the inevitable significant additional capital expenditure required. |
do not support this.

| propose the following:

Option four —

Let’'s accept the consistent unbiased advice that Auckland neither needs nor can afford
four stadiums, with Albany being by far the least used, and lets observe the undeniable
fact that North Shore ratepayers never use or attend Albany stadium, and indeed that
event promoters and sports administrators don’t want to bring their events to Albany
(regardless of who operates the stadium).

| propose we take the $33m of forecast capex and use that across the entire North
Shore to either upgrade or build new community sport and recreation facilities that all
ratepayers can use every day.

And if Albany Stadium is really worth $450m per Councillor Watson, but is only
attended by fewer than 1,500 people at North Harbour Rugby home games several
times a year, then | propose it would be better to sell that asset and reallocate that
significant capital into projects ratepayers want and need, rather than it be tied up in an
unused asset that is Albany Stadium.

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

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding
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Tell us why:

More bueocracy to manage new fund, and entrenches already vested interests in
limiting AIALs competition. Auckland is a large and growing city. At some point it
needs a second airport.

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:

NZIER report demonstrates council wonder ship of ports consistently devalues and
reduces returns due in part to politicised nature of commercial decision making.
Difference between POT and POAL returns starkly demonstrates that to be true. Let
the port get on with being a successful commercial business and let the council further
public good with the returns.

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

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

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

Tell us here:

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

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.
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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
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

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

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

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support
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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.

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

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

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local
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

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

Widening of lake road is imperative - current situation with more consented properties
and no more road capacity is unacceptable revenue generation by council without
equivalent investment in supporting the new development

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

Less cycle lanes and elevated crossings

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?
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Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:

The proposal sounds very sensible and what a city like Auckland needs more of. We
are fed up of the orange cones, all over the city, that are costing rate payers a fortune.
We are fed up of the useless cycle lanes that never get used for the proper purpose
due to Aucklands weather and terrain, it's impossible to use cycle lanes for transport.
We are fed up of businesses going under because of the reduction of parking spaces.
We are fed up of all the unreasonable initiatives that were imposed on us for the past
10 years

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

Better stormwater systems, cleaner streets, more lanes for cars, better public transport
within the internal roads that lead to the main arteries

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

Less orange cones, less elevated crossings, less cycle lanes

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

Getting private sector involved in anything makes it more efficient

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

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:
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Council needs a future fund to keep supporting the maintenance of infrastructure and
improving the city for future generations. We don’t want them to inherit debt and loose
the value of a city like Auckland.

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:

Private sector operates more efficiently than public sector and leasing the port
operation would mean improvement to the port will be done by the private operator
leasing and the benefit comes back to the city.

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:
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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:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

Support

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

Support

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

Support

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

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in

Support
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2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

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

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?
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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.

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.

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.

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): Auckland North Community and Development

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 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?

Long term investment in community development is vital for the socio - economic
wellbeing of the Auckland community, this applies to all 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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Spend less on Auckland Council staffing. Community organisations are often tasked
with fulfilling Auckland Council outcomes for a fraction of the cost paid to staff.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

| support most of the proposal. Affordable public transport is important but reducing
the number of concurrent road projects and working on current projects more
intensively will reduce traffic chaos.

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

no

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

new road improvement projects, pedestrian crossings raised, cycleways etc

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is

Tell us why:

Its not a critical investment and there are more essential uses of funds.

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

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding
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Tell us why:

ACCO will incur significant costs while a diversified investment portfolio could be
managed under the existing structures at Auckland council. That does not preclude
having the funds under management by a fund manager.

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:

Improving profitability and continuing council group operation can be achieved under
the current arrangement and will be more cost effective in the long term.

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

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

Its an important source of revenue after costs

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:

186



Have _.\
#11798 %

Better use of the wharves potentially but any development costs including scoping
need to be tightly managed.

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:

Better use of wharves

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

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

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 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,Hibiscus and Bays,Kaipatiki,Upper Harbour

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.

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.

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.

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

Investment in community development, arts and culture is important to support

community outcomes.

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-2034?
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More investment in community and social services is needed to underpin outcomes for

community safety, resilient and connected communities.

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 all 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

Very 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.

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.

Very 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.

Very 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.

Very Important

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

A strong investment in the environment
and community will lead to broader
wellbeing outcomes for the region.

Tell us why

Excellent.
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7c. What do you think of the Hibiscus and Bays proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-20347?

Howick Local Board Priorities

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

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

Review and refresh the Howick Heritage
Plan.

Review and refresh the Howick Tourism
Plan.

Encourage community groups to adopt a
reserve, park, or waterway etc, and provide
for restoration and maintenance activities
with council support.

Rescope the Industrial Pollution Prevention
Programme (which educates and informs
industry about the impacts they may have
on local waterways) to broaden its outreach
and include all businesses.

Develop a community-led climate action
plan.

Explore the development of a Howick Ward
‘business collective’, or other group, to
provide support for small business owners
outside of the established Business
Improvement Districts. This work may lead
to establishing a new business association
and possible new Business Improvement
District (BID) programme.
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7c. What do you think of the Howick proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

20347

| support all priorities

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

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

Fairly Important

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

Investing in the maintenance and renewal
of our parks, playgrounds, recreation

facilities, and other public spaces so they
continue to meet our communities needs.

Very Important

Supporting a community-led approach for
the delivery of relevant and diverse services
that connect the community

Fairly Important

Supporting environmental groups,
community volunteers, and our diverse
communities to carry out environmental
restoration projects, including stream clean-
ups, habitat improvement, native riparian
planting, and pest control.

Fairly Important

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te

Fairly Important
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Wai Manawa alongside our community to
address the issues caused by flooding and
seawater inundation.

Supporting a community climate activation
programme to support and amplify
community initiatives identified in the
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

Very Important

Building relationships with local iwi and
mataawaka groups so that Kaipatiki is rich
with Maori identity and culture.

the plan builds on existing community
initiatives and strengthen outcomes

Tell us why

Focus on community and environment aligns with many locally led priorities.

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

20347

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities

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

| support most priorities

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

Progress with the detailed business case
for a new multi-purpose library facility in
Albany.

Not Important

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott
Point which includes physical works for 3
sports fields and sport field lighting as well
as a second baseball diamond.

| don't know

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour
Ethnic Peoples Plan.

Very Important

Continue to invest in projects that improve
the environment and address climate

Fairly Important
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change including planting trees as outlined
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere
Strategy and continuing to support and fund
volunteer environmental work.

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour  Fairly Important
Engagement Strategy.

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour  Fairly Important
Greenways Plan.

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour ~ Very Important
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment.

Tell us why

New builds such as the library are very costly and could be put on hold. Investment in
ethnic plan and accessible recreation is important for building equitable solutions
for our communities.

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

Mostly very good but costs of new projects need to be carefully managed

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls.

We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate
following investigation of viable options).

Which of the following options do you support?

Investigate options to sell land

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany?
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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 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 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?

Keep communicating with Central Government, as already started, as Akld deserves a
nd desperately needs central funding to function. Without Skid, Aotearoa is toast.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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Leave out commercial entertainment support (Not cultural events like Pasifika) ATEED
doesn’t need to support events like yachting or motorsports!

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Investment and support in public transport is essential for Auckland to function!

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

Anything to have people using more public transport and cycle ways for safer
commuting; school zone zone.

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

Anything that supports commuters to STAY in their cars!

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is

Tell us why:

It's still part of Akld City and an asset is there to be used!

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

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

Tell us why:
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You have invaluable assets already. Don’t throw them away! The economic returns are
a given!

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:

An invaluable asset that all Aucklanders own. Do not open the private floodgates
because it'll be the beginning of the end of Our Port. History has already proved it's
Our 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:

Good, solid, forever growing source to fund a functioning city council’s growing needs.
Simple.

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

No

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

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:

Containers and cars don’t make prime waterfront beauty. With skill and imagination the
areas can be spectacularly transformed. Sydney and San Francisco achieved ‘it’.

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:
Ditto.

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

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

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.

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

No

Local board priorities

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

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 | 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 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 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 ~ Very Important
who provide a wide range of programmes,
exhibitions and live productions and
performances.

Tell us why

Good, functioning communities rely on good support to have any hope of success.
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7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-20347?

s

Cutting so much funding is destructive and short sighted. Chaos ensues and it’s a
major step backwards.

8. Do you have any other comments?

Pay more rates = a better functioning city. Pay less = a step down a big slippery slope
that will do more damage long term. Citizens need to accept the reality that higher
rates is a sensible, responsible pathway.
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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 As proposed

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

Support libraries

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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Fewer public events that don't attract a wide audience from across the city.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:

Keep Auckland moving and plan for the future.

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

Reliable 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:

An under-used white elephant currently.

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

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

Tell us why:

Keep ownership control of publicly owned assets. Don't pawn the future.
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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:

Don't pawn the future.

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:

A long overdue change in use from a openair carpark.

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

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

Support

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

Support

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

Support

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

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?

| 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.
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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.

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

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?
Other

Tell us why:

We are being asked to make a decision on assets with no investment case - WE
NEED TO KNOW what is the present value of the future discounted value of the
cashflows the stadia generate.

Some assets are a liability, worthless or a sunk cost. Examples include contaminated
land, abandoned dairy or meat plants no longer fit for use, sewers that leak into a
harbour, or stadiums that cost more to maintain than they generate.

A 2020 an Independent Panel review of Auckland Council CCQO’s lead by respected
Chair Miriam Dean stated “The harsh economic reality is Auckland neither needs nor
can afford four stadiums (Eden Park, Mt Smart, Western Springs and Albany
Stadium)”.

In September 2023 Auckland Council issued a Request for Expressions of Interest
“Main Auckland Stadium” which reiterated the findings of the 2020 review. “Auckland
(read we ratepayers) neither need, nor can afford four stadiums.”

I would like to understand why the Council have not acted on that independent
recommendation.

Albany Stadium cost $41m to build in 1997. Was then loaned by North Shore
taxpayers another $30m in 2006, a loan later forgiven because they could never pay it
back. It is now forecast to cost ratepayers in capital expenditure a further $33m over
ten years. Last year it lost $2.6m. At this rate it would be an additional $26m over the
next ten years from ratepayers. This is a total of $130m cost to the ratepayers.

Chair of Tataki Auckland Unlimited, Vicki Salmon has written Albany Stadium “is - by
far - the least used in the region’s stadium network”, “concert promoters and sports

executives who decide where to put their events on dislike the Albany venue for a
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number of reasons.” “the stadium doesn’t meet the North Shore community’s needs
nor the requirements of its main long-term users, including rugby and football, “with no
replacement regular tenant revenue or one-off major sporting or music events on the
horizon” and most accurately “overall, they (fans/ratepayers) don’t come anymore”. |
note per Councillor Watson that North Harbour rugby’s average crowd was only 1,500
at home games.

As a son of one of the founders of North Harbour Rugby who helped drive the
construction of the Albany Stadium which is now a “White Elephant” and | understand
needs it roof replacing | have taken particular interest in the Auckland Stadiums
debate and have made official information requests to Tataki Auckland Unlimited ( yet
to be received) to try and research the facts more accurately.

Tataki Auckland Unlimited has been an awful operator- the decision to turn it into a
baseball stadium was disastrous.At the same time NZ’s health and safety, compliance,
security costs at Stadiums and traffic management are out of control making them
uneconomic to use.

Option 1 Feedback - So we have a stadium that has taken $130m of ratepayer money
that no-one on the North Shore uses, nor do event promotors or sports administrators
want to use it. This is a incredibly poor return on ratepayer investment. However
Councillor John Watson advocates keeping this unused monument and incurring more
significant ratepayer cost for no return. | do not support this.

Option 2 Feedback - The LTP and Deputy Chair of Eke Panuku Jennah Wootton notes
Option two will deliver a 10,000 person stadium that will be “fit for purpose”, an often
rolled out cliché by politicians and bureaucrats when there is no underlying detail,
business case, nor financial plan, all of which are noticeably absent in the LTP. How
can we support this with no detail. Pesumably it involves knocking over the 17000
seats that already exist.

So we are being presented with replacing a 17,000 capacity stadium with a rectangular
field no one uses with a 10,000 capacity stadium with a rectangular field “they will all
come to”...... except history shows they don’t, and despite what the politicians and
bureaucrats tell us, we all know they won’t because for NZ Rugby or Taylor Swift or
anyone else there is Mt Smart, Spark Arena, Eden Park, Western Springs and the
Domain which recently hosted Symphony in the Park.

Finally there are no cost estimates for Option two but you can be sure that to build an
8,000 — 10,000 person stadium will cost ratepayers vastly more than $33m given the
$100m+ put into Albany since 1997 which also was “fit for purpose”, and you can be
sure when nobody comes, it will be the Auckland ratepayers funding the ongoing
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operating losses, and the inevitable significant additional capital expenditure required. |
do not support this.

a

0,
we

|

| propose the following:
Option four —

Let’s accept the consistent unbiased advice that Auckland neither needs nor can afford
four stadiums, with Albany being by far the least used, and lets observe the undeniable
fact that North Shore ratepayers never use or attend Albany stadium, and indeed that
event promoters and sports administrators don’t want to bring their events to Albany
(regardless of who operates the stadium).

| propose we take the $33m of forecast capex and use that across the entire North
Shore to either upgrade or build new community sport and recreation facilities that all
ratepayers can use every day.

And if Albany Stadium is really worth $450m per Councillor Watson, but is only
attended by fewer than 1,500 people at North Harbour Rugby home games several
times a year, then | propose it would be better to sell that asset and reallocate that
significant capital into projects ratepayers want and need, rather than it be tied up in an
unused asset that is Albany Stadium.

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

Tell us why:

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us here:

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

Tell us why:

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

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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
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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.

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?
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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 As proposed
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support Do less

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

Fix our storm and waste water systems to stop polluting our harbour and causing
flooding in extreme weather

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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Funding AT transport to construct unnecessary pedestrian crossings with too many
traffic management staff just sitting on their mobile phones

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?

Running on time ferry services (stop cancelling them) and connecting bus services to
ferry services more effectively. These are systems issues. Run smaller buses where
appropriate etc 807

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

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

| don't know

Tell us why:

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

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

Hopefully stop wasting council money on workers sitting around ie investigate the
efficiency of implementation of council works.
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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:

| oppose the proposal to lease the operation of the port for 35 years for the following
reasons:

Disregards Expert Advice: The proposal ignores expert advice on the port's
unsustainable location, as evidenced by the conclusions of the last three port studies.

Hidden costs: Locking the port into its current location until at least 2060 will impose
billions of dollars of road and rail costs on future generations as freight flows
increasingly strain our already congested transport network.

Long-term Impact: Prolonging the status quo until at least 2060 will prevent Auckland
from realising the significant social, economic, and environmental potential we could

achieve by transforming the industrial port zone into a thriving urban environment, as
we've done with Viaduct Harbour and Wynyard Quarter.

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

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund
Tell us here:

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

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?
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Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

It is terrible to have such valuable waterfront land storing Japanese used cars. It would
be put to much better use for the benefit of Aucklanders. It is also currently an
appalling representation of our city to tourists.

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

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?

| 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 | don't know
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and | don't know
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

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

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 Do more
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development Do more
Council support Do more

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

transport road parks and community

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:

its good to auckland

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

road average fuel tax
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
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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) 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).

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.

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?

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 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?

Transportation - more ferries

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

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

Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:

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

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

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

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

| don't know

Tell us why:

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

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

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

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) | 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
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

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

| don't know

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

| don't know

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

| don't know

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

| don't know

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

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

| don't know

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

| don't know

236




Have _.\
#12016 -7

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?

| don't know

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 | don't know
Parks Management Plan that will guide
decisions on the use and management of
our parks and open spaces.

Implement priority actions from the | don't know
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and | don't know
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 | don't know
town centres to support local businesses
and showcase our area to visitors and
locals alike.
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Continue to renew and improve community | don't know
facilities including the playground at Achilles
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities
at Becroft Park.

Continue support of our valued art partners | don't know
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 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?

Prioritise investments that reduce GHG emmisions
improve public transport and make walking / cycling viable and safe

Down zone flood prone / land slip areas for future developments
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1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Reducing speeds on our roads is essential to keeping us all safe.

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?
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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 | 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
delivery of a new library and community
hub in Takapuna.

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local
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.

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and
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
town centres to support local businesses
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.

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?

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?

More environmental regulation and support, more funding for public transportation,
more funding for community based organisations and art programmes.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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Less time wasting texts about road cones.

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?

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?

| don't know

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.

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?

| 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
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
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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?

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?

Way way less staff on huge wages.
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Do not support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

The rail link is a complete joke and waste of tax payer money. Don’t trust any govt and
council workers at this point in the tyranny.

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

More on giving rates back to homeowners.

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

Council staff. Cull them by a third.

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is

Tell us why:

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

| don't know

Tell us why:

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

| don't know
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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?

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

Do not support

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

Do not support

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

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

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?

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 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?

Connected bike paths and safe separated bike 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:

We must continue to prioritise safe and active transport for walking and cycling, raised
pedestrian crossings and cycleways need to stay in the plan and receive more funding
as a priority for safety, cost-savings in the long run, promoting health and well-being
and reducing our environmental impact from reliance on fossil fuel transport / cars.

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

Safe, separated bike lanes on all main roads.
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:

The North Harbour Stadium Precinct is an assest for the North Shore that could be
better utilised by having greater use by the community. With better access by
cycleways there is scope for this being a better utilised events centre for the North
Shore and surrounding areas. We need more local events and options for
entertainement and concerts without having to go to central 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)?
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| 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?

| don't know
Tell us here:

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

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

There needs to be investment in local cycling infrastructure. We have the new
Northern Path at Constellation Drive but no safe way to get there on the road which
has lots of parked cars and no way to get there with children on bikes so they can

enjoy it t

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 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?

As a ratepayer, | am concerned that the option to pay less and do less will
detrimentally impact the play, active recreation and sport sector.

| support the Central proposal for the overall direction of Council’s Long-term Plan
appropriately balance rates rises with service delivery.
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| believe that the Central proposal for Parks and Community will continue to provide a
better outcome for the sport and recreation sector.

| support retaining the Sport and Recreation Facilities Investment Fund and the
strongly support the proposal for $35 million of additional funding being added to the
Fund.

| propose that Council refines the criteria of the Sport and Recreation Facilities
Investment Fund to make the additional funding non-contestable.

| propose that the additional $35 million funding is used to fund a range of community
sport and recreation facilities including, but not limited to, indoor sports facilities.

| advocate for the retention of the Sport and Recreation Facilities Operating Grant and
ask consideration for an increase to the Grant.

I support Council seeking changes to the law relating to development contributions to
enable Council to adequately recover the costs of growth and to use development
contributions to fund community sport and recreation facilities.

| support a review of costs and contractual structure for maintenance on parks and
open spaces, specifically for sports fields.

| advocate for community use of schools and that consideration given to the co-
development of schools with Auckland Council to include publicly accessible sport and
recreation facilities.

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?
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Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Other

Tell us why:

Redevelopment of the stadium presents an exciting opportunity into the future which
future generations would benefit from.

| support Tataki Auckland Unlimited understanding a process to ascertain if there is a
better operational management model that would produce more optimal outcomes
from the Stadium into 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:

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

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

Tell us here:

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

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

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

As a ratepayer, | am concerned that the option to pay less and do less will
detrimentally impact the play, active recreation and sport sector.
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| support the Central proposal for the overall direction of Council’s Long-term Plan
appropriately balance rates rises with service delivery.

| believe that the Central proposal for Parks and Community will continue to provide a
better outcome for the sport and recreation sector.

| support retaining the Sport and Recreation Facilities Investment Fund and the
strongly support the proposal for $35 million of additional funding being added to the
Fund.

| propose that Council refines the criteria of the Sport and Recreation Facilities
Investment Fund to make the additional funding non-contestable.

| propose that the additional $35 million funding is used to fund a range of community
sport and recreation facilities including, but not limited to, indoor sports facilities.

| advocate for the retention of the Sport and Recreation Facilities Operating Grant and
ask consideration for an increase to the Grant.

I support Council seeking changes to the law relating to development contributions to
enable Council to adequately recover the costs of growth and to use development
contributions to fund community sport and recreation facilities.

| support a review of costs and contractual structure for maintenance on parks and
open spaces, specifically for sports fields.

| advocate for community use of schools and that consideration given to the co-
development of schools with Auckland Council to include publicly accessible sport and
recreation facilities.
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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 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?

In general we do not support this option given the state of the economy, the cost of
living and AC's poor track record of delivery in recent years. The exception is the use
of targeted rates. CBRRA has in general supported the use of targeted rates to bring
forward or expedite essential resilience-related works, such as stormwater and
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wastewater upgrades (much needed in Castor Bay in order to protect water quality at
our beach), and environment projects in our area.

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

We do not support this option - it's a race to the bottom and once services are gone,
it's unlikely they'll be reinstated. We are already seeing a reduction in services such as
the removal of rubbish bins, and poor quality garden and parks maintenance in Castor
Bay.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Based on the success of the North Shore busway, which is heavily used by our
members and our community, we support this model being extended city-wide.

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

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

The recent installation of several sets of traffic lights on a 900m stretch of East Coast
Road in Forrest Hill beggars belief - the problem AT were trying to solve has not been
sufficiently explained, and the cost of the project surely outweighs the benefits.

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

Tell us why:

We do not support the potential loss of this facility for the North Shore. With some
improvements / upgrades, North Harbour Stadium could host more events - national
league football and national provincial rugby games could be played there, for
example, instead of at Eden Park where smaller crowd numbers contribute to a
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lacklustre atmosphere and fan experience. Population growth in the north warrants
retention of a rejuvenated North Shore stadium. There is sufficient land to build the
required housing in the north, however we must retain or build parks and community
facilities to ensure enough open space for the higher population.

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:

We don't have the necessary financial expertise to assess these options, and have
differing views. On the one hand infrastructure shares such as airports tend to deliver
good long term returns; on the other, AC is under financial stress and could reinvest
the share proceeds in other priorities. The unknown / risk is that a diversified
investment fund may generate lower returns than AC's current investments in POAL
and AIAL, thus would not solve AC's financial problems.

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

Tell us here:

We don't have the necessary financial expertise to assess these options, and have
differing views.

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:

We don't have the necessary financial expertise to assess these options, and have
differing views.
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4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

We support further freeing up of this space for public use. One thing Auckland lacks in
this area is a proper cruise ship terminal - perhaps this would also be a good use for
these wharves.

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

Other

Tell us why:

Regarding the transfer of Bledisloe Terminal to AC, this would reduce the financial
return to AC from the port. Before any transfer takes place, a detailed proposal for how
the terminal land would be used should be set out and agreed. In the absence of these
details it is difficult to express a preference.

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.

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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scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

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?

NETR and WQTR - CBRRA has always supported the use of these targeted rates to

bring forward or expedite essential resilience-related works, such as stormwater and

wastewater upgrades (much needed in Castor Bay in order to protect water quality at
our beach), and environment projects in our area.

Rates-funded refuse collections - we support this in place of the current pay as you
throw system, which is inconvenient and leads to the perception that we're paying

more than our share.

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.

Very Important
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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 Not 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  Fairly Important
who provide a wide range of programmes,
exhibitions and live productions and
performances.

Tell us why

While acknowledging these are broad priorities and not specific initiatives, they are
nonetheless quite vague / high level given we're only talking about a 12 month period.

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

In general we support DTLB's 10-year priorities.

However we are very concerned about the uncertain future for heritage assets in the
DTLB area. In particular, the dilapidated state of our heritage-listed WWII barracks
building at Kennedy Park, is a disgrace, and we have been vocal with our advocacy to
DTLB on this building and the neighbouring WWII tunnels. It is interesting to see
DTLB's 10-year priorities dangling the carrot of asset sales to fund heritage asset
restoration and preservation - but at the same time saying such decisions sit with the
Governing Body who will also need to provide funding. Roles, responsibilities and
funding need to be clarified quickly so the 'demolition by neglect' that has occurred
over the past decade or more can be halted, and our precious heritage saved for
future generations to enjoy and appreciate.
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We are also very disappointed with the proposed changes to the local board funding
model. DTLB funding is already modest and stretched too thinly. As a smaller suburb
we will inevitably have access to an even smaller share of available funding - even
though we have similar needs as other suburbs and, in areas like heritage assets, a
greater need than others.

s

We would also appreciate DTLB's continued advocacy for much-needed stormwater
upgrades and wastewater repairs in Castor Bay which came to light following the
flooding and cycling a year ago. We note with concern that the central proposal
suggests that the 6-year timeframe for such works may be pushed back to 10 years.

8. Do you have any other comments?

275



M 2\

\.-'4.

SAY

h_]

#12382

a

b

\

Long-term Plan 2024-2034

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: 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?

Improvement of public transportation to be more reliable and accessible.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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Shift the funding mode for events and economic growth, especially around the city
centre.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?
Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:

Improvement of public transportation at an accelerated pace is urgently needed.

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

The frequency of connecting buses to the Northern Express bus stations.

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

Focus more on mass transit solutions rather than other alternative transport models.

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

Change the operational management

Tell us why:

It is such a waste of rate payers' money and carbon-intensive activity to de-construct
the stadium and hope to build something better fit for purpose. Given all the time and
resources Option 2 might take, there is still a risk that the new asset might not fit for
purpose, by then when built. The best way is to make the best use of what we've got
and be creative about making the facility multi-purpose, this is good for the community
and the environment and climate.

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:

The ROI analysis is all based on past data and is not robust.

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:

There are way too many uncertainties about the ROI of the Auckland 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:
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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:

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
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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.

Support

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

Support

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

Local board priorities

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

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.

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
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

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?

Other

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

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

| believe that some of the best things we enjoy in Auckland - including our Council-
owned parks, libraries, pools, and amenities - come from public investment. We

support more significant public investment in services and assets that improve the
well-being of Aucklanders so that everyone can enjoy what makes our city unique.
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We could get much-needed investment in transport services and climate resilience, as
stated under the 'pay more get more' option, with a rate rise of less than 14% in year
one. There are other areas where savings could be made which are not
interdependent. The 'overall direction' oversimplifies very complex decisions.

We must prioritise looking after our people and planet by investing in the things that
provide us with life's essentials, such as fresh air, clean drinking water, hazard-resilient
landscapes and basic needs, like accessible transport and a sustainable waste
network. These areas are of importance to me.

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

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

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

4) Protecting and working with communities by prioritising the funding and
delivery of Making Space for Water in partnership with the Central Government.

5) Lastly, public transport - Consistent work over the last decade, reflected in
Auckland Transports Auckland Rapid Transit Pathway 2023 report, has shown that we
must rely on more than just a bus network to address Auckland's congestion issues.
The busiest bus corridors in our city are already reaching capacity, and the long-term
plan should reflect that reality.

a) Improvements aligned with the Central Rail Link, like the Karanga-a-hape
station improvements project, which includes a protected cycleway along part of Pitt
Street, a pedestrian mall in Mercury Lane, and could consist of improvements for
Canada Street

b) The Making Space for Water programme includes "blue-green corridors".
These are walking and cycling paths through greenspaces and alongside streams,
adding to our walking and cycling network and creating a natural drainage area.

C) Auckland Climate Grants and the Live Lightly Programme, which can fund
community-led programmes to empower people to ride bikes for transport

d) Eke Panuku's redevelopment of town centres often includes making safe
walking and cycling connections and improving access for disabled people.
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e) further expansion to Onehunga, Mangere and other transport corridors such
as the North-Western and Northern corridor.

f)Light rail on the northern bus route could deliver a more effective service as a
significant amount of time is spent loading and unloading passengers through the
bus's singular narrow doorway, decreasing the route's speed. All buses are also full —
light rail would be a viable option, considering it has more capacity. Any busway
development along the North-Western corridor should be future-proofed for surface
light rail upgrades.

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

could pay less?

Our current built environments inaccessible and increases inequity. this is readily
apparent as our design based around cars create all kinds of barriers and hazards,
especially impacting people with mobility issues and vision and hearing impairments.
Secondly, car centric development limits accessibility for people who can'’t afford or
choose not to drive an automobile. In essence, it is prioritising some peoples journeys
at the expensive others.

Another area where expenditure could be limited is in relation to project which
inequitably provide facilities and activities that deliver largely personal benefits to few
people, such as some of the golf courses across the city. Here the Council expenditure
should be reassessed.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

| support
- completing the City Rail Link
- improving bus, rail and ferry networks for more reliable service

- funding new cycleways and shared paths so that more people have access to the
network
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- delivering new and improved footpaths across Auckland, particularly in the city
centre.

- “Time of use” charging

- a “room to move” programme to review parking in critical areas and increase revenue
from parking and Park & Rides.

- 50% electrified buses by 2030
- expanding the rapid transport network (RTN)
- a weekly $50 cap on public transport fares

- Auckland Council’s commitment to the Transport Emissions Reduction Pathway, and
Te Taruke-a-Tawhiri, Auckland’s Climate Plan.

- Support for more raised pedestrian crossings and increased maintenance of our
footpaths

- Support for “Dig Once”: aligning delivery of transport projects with delivery of other
infrastructure such as water improvements, to reduce costs and disruption overall.

| do not support
- the removal of ‘low performing’ bus services
- 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. In actual fact, | believe the budget massively
under-spends on alternative modes of transport and 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. The UN for Environment
recommends 20% of our transport budgets are towards walking and cycling but
Auckland Transport typically allocates under 1% of our transport budget on cycling.
The stated goals of the budget are to do things “better, faster, cheaper”, and “get back
to basics”, and “make the most of what we have”. What could achieve these things
better than making what we have safe, accessible, and convenient to cycling and
walking? Investment in cycling infrastructure and maintenance has benefit-cost ratios
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of anywhere from 10:1 up to 25:1. 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. This approach also creates better use of existing roading assets by making
space for those who cannot choose cycling, walking or public transport and reducing
the cost of repair.

| wish to see a commitment to a surface light rail rapid transit network and a
commitment to work on a busway in the North-Western corridor should be future
proofed for surface light rail and there should be commitment to surface light rail along
the City Centre to Mangere corridor, starting with a City Centre to Mt Roskill line. |
worry without this we will not be able to address Auckland’s congestion issues as
projected growth in these corridors would require higher capacity transport modes
such as surface light rail.

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

I want Auckland Council to spend more on safe, accessible, and attractive active
transport infrastructure such as cycleways and | would like to see Auckland council
spend more on ensuring public transport is affordable, accessible, and reliable. Some
ways you could do this is by -

- Leverage road renewals and maintenance for quick fixes that make streets safer for
walking and cycling every time a road is repaved, repaired or repainted.

- Safe cycle infrastructure, accessible for all kinds of bikes, that get people where they
want to go.

- More end-of-ride facilities for all kinds of bikes

- Safer speeds (30km/hr) for residential areas, around schools, and through town
centres, with traffic calming and raised pedestrian crossings so that everyone can get
to where they are going safely

- Low traffic neighbourhoods or using modal filters
- completing the Downtown and Midtown Bus improvements
- more cycleway and walking connections

- safety projects around schools and town centres.
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- better funding for maintaining, expanding and promoting the public transport
network, including to more remote areas

- rolling out electric ferries and more low-emission buses, plus supporting
infrastructure

- the Lincoln Road and New North Road corridor upgrades

- greater investment in rail: rolling stock, and more support for ongoing Kiwi Rail track
maintenance

- Street trees and rain gardens
- develop a surface light rail network

Congestion is a major issue in our city that costs Aucklanders time and money. It
restricts our growth and potential. It impacts our, and our enviroments health.
Consistent work done over the last decade has shown that we cannot only rely on our
bus network in our busiest corridors in order to address our cities transport issues.
Incestment in actice and public transport provides a higher capacity solution that is
affordable, deliverable, environmentally friendly, and will connect communities in
Auckland. It provides a plethora of economic benefits that will create jobs and help
businesses while improving our streetscapes to make our city a better place to live.

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

I want Auckland Council to spend less on new roading projects that prioritise private
vehicles as the primary transport mode. Spend less on road widening for projects, and
instead reallocate road space for delivery of walking, cycling, and public transport
networks, creating an overall more efficient, affordable, and climate conscious
transport network. Instead of expensive and unnecessary widening of already wide
roads like Te Irirangi Drive, we could use existing space for bus lanes and active
modes. The Eastern Busway could be rescoped to use the existing road corridor and
still have room for a cycleway and footpath. The excess land could then be used for
housing.

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

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

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

Tell us why:

The establishment of the Future Fund is a means to privatise Auckland. This is
something that goes against what a council should be delivering, and could result in
worse outcomes for Aucklanders.

The returns that are suggested through the sale are unclear. The draft LTP does not
take into account any professional management fees. This suggests that the Future
Fund will not yield the returns that is suggested. This might mean that we end up
privatising assets AND have a greater rates rise, as the returns are minimal once costs
are factored in.

It is also inevitable that the investment experts will want to invest in the most profitable
businesses - a high proportion of which could raise ethical questions about
environmental harm, carbon emissions, worker exploitation, and health.

A further sell off of the Auckland Airport shares simply makes no sense. These shares
do not cost the Council anything, and like most large publicly traded companies, will
increase in value over time. Much like all assets within the Future Fund, the expected
returns from the sale will be much lower than is set out in the consultation document.
By the time management fees and investment sale fees are taken into account, it is
likely that the yield for Aucklanders will be incredibly low.

It is also concerning that this plan does not empower Auckland Council to have
debates about the specific asset procurement or sales. This will all be managed by
fund managers who have no accountability to the people of Auckland.

It's a tactic of supporters of privatisation to say that the proceeds of asset sales will be
redirected towards community investment. They’re saying this because privatisation is
generally unpopular and the supporters of privatisation are trying to find a way to
persuade us.

In short, the Future Fund will siphon off revenue to investment advisors and
consultants; will not raise as much money as is suggested; and is a vehicle for the
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selling-off of Auckland, which will make us all worse off in the long run, by reducing
public control, driving down wages and terms and conditions, and lowering the quality
of services that we think should be run for people not profit.

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 the port’s operating lease is part of a plan to sell off a number of
Auckland’s public assets. This will lead to increased prices for everyday products in
Auckland, reduced profits for the Auckland economy and the loss of control over a key
strategic asset.

The experience in Australia of selling off port leases from public ownership is that it
gradually results in price rises for shipping. These price increases will naturally fall onto
consumers to pick up. Increased prices for goods is the last thing Auckland needs
during a cost of living crisis.

Research commissioned by the Maritime Union of New Zealand has shown that in
Australia charges on containers have gone from single digits to more than AU$100.
Businesses and consumers have paid the price. What's more, one of the companies
looking to buy the port - DP World - has paid zero corporate tax in Australia despite
making billions of dollars from Australian customers

Selling off the lease would also take control of Auckland’s only port out of the hands of
Aucklanders, it would undermine the jobs and safety of the people who work there,
and it would mean handing the port’s profits to overseas investors. The port operating
business is a key part of Auckland’s infrastructure, and it should be in the hands of the
people of Auckland.

The Mayor’s Central Proposal also does not factor in the cost of the fund manager
fees. Presumably, a foreign investment company like BlackRock or Vanguard will be
brought in to manage the assets. They do not provide these services for free. Nowhere
in the consultation documents does it set out the cost of management fees.

Furthermore, workers’ protections and environmental standards are seen as a cost for
businesses that have to run a profit. The Ports of Auckland has systems in place for
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these protections already, but a private company has to be driven by its bottom line,
and so there’s a risk that workers’ protections and environmental standards will be
neglected.

A private operator will have to cut more corners to keep costs down in order to make a
profit.

This proposal will also see an increase in the amount of private contractors and
entities having a say in the management of Auckland Council’s business. This means
more wealthy companies coming along and clipping the ticket at the expense of the
people of Auckland.

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:

It makes little sense to channel profits and dividends through a Future Fund when
Auckland Council already has the ability to channel these services through profits and
dividends. All this does is allows a private fund manager to clip the ticket at the
expense of the people of Auckland.

Auckland Council in of itself already acts as a Future Fund when it comes to investing
in services. Publicly owned assets like the airport shares are a Future Fund.

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

Tell us here:

Having the Future Fund making investments adds no real value for Aucklanders when
Auckland Council can already make investment and funding decisions.

Aucklanders are not well served by having unelected fund managers determining what
can or cannot be done with Auckland’s assets.

Continuing current investment in public services must be protected and going outside
of the current investment practice raises a risk to the public services that Aucklanders
rely upon.
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5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

| don't know

Tell us why:

There is no firm costed proposal and it is deliberately vague.

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

| don't know

Tell us why:

There is no firm costed proposal and it is deliberately vague

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.

Other

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to

Support
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reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

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

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

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?

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

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): MILFORD Village Business Association

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

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

No - don't want to pay more.

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

Just get better value for what we pay now by getting rid of layers & layers of
employees who don't have to think - just follow policy. We need people who can
provide decisions on the SPOT not bureaucracy.
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| spent 3 weeks sorting out a rubbish collection problem for one of the MBA members.
Each time | phoned, | got a standard reply which turned out to be for the local domestic
collection rather than the MILFORD commercial zone. By the time our local councillor
got involved the problem got escalated to a position that could make a decision. Just a
waste of everyones time - standard replies don't work. Individuals with the ability to
make practical decisions are what is needed more of in council to reply all the 'policy-
plodders'

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Do not support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

The bus system is broken - heavily subsidised ticket price for ratepayer. Last time |
checked, something like $18 was subsidised to keep the tickets price low. Small
business owners cant afford waste /inefficiency like this.

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

Working with business to change work patterns so you don't have so many people
starting and finishing work at the same time - therefore putting pressure on a raiding
network that cant cope with peaks in flow. Fixing poor road markings, pots holes on
disputed council land, maintaining footpaths. In MILFORD the business association
has to get the local Rotary club to maintain the streetscape - gardens, paving, etc and
they even maintain council seats all the way down Shakespearse Rd.

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

Cycle lanes, raised crossings, reducing speed limits, doing report on things that local
business association say they are happy with. In MILFORD at survey is being
undertaken which we understand will take 6 months on parking and traffic in
MILFORD. At a mtg w the AT planner, we had the option to say we did not think there
was any need for a report as we find what we have works for us. However, this has
been overrides by AT & the cost of the report with be buried in AT transport costs, only
to tell us things we already know. Like a 30km/hr speed limit through the town centre -
it is already that by default during a trading day, it's governed by the environment that
traffic flows in - but doesn't need to be after hours. That we need paid parking - we
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don't and never will want that as we have coped with loosing spaces to stupid AT ideas
and still produced some of the best growth in sales of any TC in AK.

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

Change the operational management

Tell us why:

Look what has happened by have private enterprise take over the magma of Mt Smart
stadium. North Harbour could be turned into an entertainment hub with no risk to
council but leasing it out.

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 will just be another hole that ratepayers money disappears into without basic
services being maintained. A future funds like taking out insurance. Individual should
be responsible for insuring their assets not local authorities. It's called individual
accountability! In real disasters, government will always come to the rescue. The
recent flooding in Ak was due to underinvesting in basic services to match growth and
scrapping the local Civil Defence structures.

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

Tell us here:

| don't think we as rate payers would want council holding assets like this which
presumably in the past have been a source of income to council. Sell it and other like
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assets and just concentrate on council core activities. Water, roading, maintenance,
etc. AC is NOT a business - it is a service provider for ratepayers as customers.

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:

Sell it. Concentrate on CORE council services and get DEBT under control by sticking
to basics.

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:

Leave it as it is. Council has NO MONEY to develop it for something else. Prioritise
core services and this is not one of them!

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

Other

Tell us why:

Again - stick to your knitting. Do you not understand that council is a financial basket
case. You can't turn it into a public space as you have gotten all ratepayers involved in
wasteful spending by your elected members who just want fanciful dream projects. A
recession is NOT the time for these 'wants'. Council needs to concentrate on 'MUST
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DO - basics until it is financially stable. Don't get all Aucklanders into more debt. We
just cannot afford extra debt in our personal and business lives.

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Do not support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

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

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

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 | 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?

Rates used to cover most of these items without ratepayers pay an extra levy. AC
should be planning to return to that situation. Rubbish, recycling & organic collections
FREE. Local parks maintained better - some we may as well introduce stock to in
order to keep the grass down. This are BASIc CORE services of council. We don't
need the America's Cup & Super Cars type events, when the council is BROKE!

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?

I do not 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.

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

Most of what is proposed is more meeti

ng and coming up with new ideas. We want our

basics fixed before we get more money spent on these areas. We want action NOT
PLANS. Our experience with plans (The Milford Centre Plan 2015-2045) is you spend

lost of tim

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

budget 2024-20347

A lot of hot air. Again get the priorities o

f councils CORE services fixed (MUST

DO's)before we do the 'nice" things (WANTS NO NEEDS!)
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8. Do you have any other comments?

The MILFORD Village Business Association comments:
1. We do not support an increase in rates

2. We DO support working on the rates differential so that businesses are not paying
more.

3. We would like to see the Wairau Estuary Boardwalk constructed as per the Milford
Centre Plan (MCP)2015-2045

4. We would like to have walkways signed as per MCP to encourage more healthy
lifestyles and support visitor growth

5. We support parking in MILFORD remaining FREE

6. We support council maintaining the Kitchener Rd central car park at 139 Kitchener
Rd that was originally paid for by the Milford Business Associaton members, but
bequeathed to the former Takapuna City Council.

7. We would like the car park marked with angle parking which worked well when New
World was rebuilt.

8. We would like road markings around MILFORD town centre done soon and
maintained in a regular maintain program. At present, many are well past being clear
and in good repair

9. Our overriding comment is that council should return to it's CORE services -
infrastructure of it's drains, roading network and parks. Stop spending rate payers
money on 'NICE-TO-HAVE's and get the areas that we live and work up to a standard
that we can be proud of - everything maintained, drains clean & clear of
leaves/rubbish, parks mowed regularly and the people of Auckland listened to.
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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 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?

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,Change the operational management

Tell us why:

This is a valuable community asset that needs new initiatives.

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:

| support the establishment of a diversified investment portfolio providing also the
opportunity for self-insurance.

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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| don't agree with the alternative of the loss of control of operations inherent in a 35-
year lease.

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:

For enhanced public benefit.

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

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

Tell us why:

For enhanced public benefit.

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

Support

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

Support

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

Support

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

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

| don't know

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

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?

| 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 Very Important
Parks Management Plan that will guide
decisions on the use and management of
our parks and open spaces.
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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.

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.

| don't know

Tell us why

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

budget 2024-20347

They're expressed too generally for me to be able to be enthusiastic about them.

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: 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?

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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Don’t support any of the proposal

Tell us why:

Hate public transport

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

No! Spend less! Treat like a business
2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management
Tell us why:

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

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Do not support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

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

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.

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.
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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?

| don't know

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 | don't know
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.
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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 2024-2034?

8. Do you have any other comments?
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