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#5373

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: Henderson-Massey

Your feedback

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

| don’t know

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

Transport

Do more

Water

As proposed

City and local development

Do more

Environment and regulation

As proposed

Parks and Community

Do more

Economic and cultural development

Do more

Council support

As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you

would be prepared to pay more for?

Transport and communities

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 do not agree with the stopping of previously planned initiatives.

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

Trains and reliability of transport in general and training bus drivers
2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

It takes too much to maintain it.

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

| don't know
Tell us why:

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?

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

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

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?

Waitakere Ranges

Waitakere Ranges Local Board Priorities
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Waitakere Ranges in 2024/2025?

| support most priorities

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

Initiatives to support community resilience
and safety.

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

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

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

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

Operating grants to support Glen Eden and
Titirangi Community Houses.

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

Initiatives to support youth/rangatahi.




#5373

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

Tell us why

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

8. Do you have any other comments?



#5379
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: Henderson-Massey

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

| don’t know

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

Transport 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 As proposed

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

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

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

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

| don't know
Tell us why:

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

Proceed with the proposal
Tell us why:

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

| don't know
Tell us here:

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

Continue to use it to fund council services
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4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

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

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

benefit.

Tell us why:

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

| 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

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

Support
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from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

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

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.

| don't know

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

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

| don't know

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

| don't know

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

10
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7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Henderson-Massey

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities

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

| support most priorities

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.

Fairly Important

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

Very Important

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

Fairly Important

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

Very Important

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

Fairly Important

Tell us why

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

budget 2024-2034?

11
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8. Do you have any other comments?
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#5384

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: Henderson-Massey

Your feedback

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

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

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

Transport

Do more

Water

Do more

City and local development

As proposed

Environment and regulation

Do less

Parks and Community

As proposed

Economic and cultural development

Do less

Council support

As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you

would be prepared to pay more for?

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:

The proposal is making Auckland more efficient and quick.

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

No

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

No

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

redevelop the stadium precinct will better deliver the needs of the North Shore
community,.

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

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?

14
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

Tell us here:

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

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund
Tell us here:

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Do not support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in

15
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the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

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

Support

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

Support

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

Other

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

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

Do not support

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

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

| don't know

16



#5384

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

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

Local board priorities

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

8. Do you have any other comments?

17
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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: Henderson-Massey

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 more

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?

Try get the Auckland fuel tax back to get more funding for Auckland transport

Make public transport half price please!!l!

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's very vague but seems good

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

Bring light rail back

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

Stop with those raised pedestrian crossings please they’re so overly expensive for
minimal befenit.

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management

Tell us why:

I don’t think many people use it or would use it if they could so honestly just knock it
down or change management but please don’t spend more money on it without good
reason

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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Auckland council don’t need airport shares we need more money and the ports are
fine to be sold but it would be nice to have more public spaces in the city. Selling the
ports would generate more money but it would’ve been nice to have that space as a
public space or have a waterfront stadium.

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:

We need money so leasing the operation is good.

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 we need a mix of both but don’t just use it for the Auckland future fund please
also pay off some of our debt

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

Tell us here:

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

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:

20
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The land is in a prime location and these operations should be moved elsewhere

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:

If it isn’t too expensive it would be nice to use it for something better

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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

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

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

Do not support

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

| don't know

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

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

Support

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?

Henderson-Massey

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities

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

| support all priorities

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.

Fairly Important

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

Very Important

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

Very Important

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

Fairly Important

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

Very Important

Tell us why

These are all quite important and must be managed well

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

budget 2024-20347?

8. Do you have any other comments?
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#5440

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: Henderson-Massey

Your feedback

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

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

debt

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

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

Parks and Community

As proposed

Economic and cultural development

As proposed

Council support

As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you

would be prepared to pay more for?

More bus services, trains, suburban bike lines connecting residential areas to schools,
green areas to absorb water in times of heavy rain, fuel tax which pays for a bike/ebike
discount sinilar to the clean car discount to encourage bike commuting especially for
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students (primary to university age), more raised pedestrian crossings and other traffic
calming measures to reduce speeds and protect pedestrians.

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:

Investment in biking and walking is important and is being done sub-optimally at the
moment. Safe bike lines should be implimented in residential areas leading to schools,
bike parking in schools, and bikes discounted for students. This mitigates the morning
traffic rush of driving students to school, gets students more excersize, and makes
bikes a more viable future by efficiently introducing it to the new generation. Raised
footpaths are proven to keep pedestrians safer and as Auckland Council it's your job to
keep people safe even if it might annoy some people.

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

Buses and trains, walkability in school zones, safety for pedestrians.
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
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Tell us why:

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

| don't know
Tell us here:

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

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

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

| don't know

Tell us why:
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6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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

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

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which | 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 | don't know
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

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

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?

Henderson-Massey

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities

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

| support all priorities

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.

Very Important

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

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

Very Important

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

Very Important

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

Very Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Henderson-Massey 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: Henderson-Massey

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

Proceed with the central proposal

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

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

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

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

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

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?
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Support all of the proposal
Tell us why:
2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?
2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

How often is the stadium used for major events if you don't live north of the harbour
bridge it's a bit out of the way.

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

Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us here:

Keep the profits generated by the port in the community not to the lease holders over
seas for a one off sugar payment.
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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:

It generates money for the council so the council can use it for Auckland city rate
payers.

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.

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

Support

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

| don't know

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

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

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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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?

Local board priorities

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

Henderson-Massey

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities

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

| support most priorities

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.

Very Important

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.

Very Important

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

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

Very Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Henderson-Massey 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: Henderson-Massey

Your feedback

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

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

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

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

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

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?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct
Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

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

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

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Do not support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Do not support

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

Do not support

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

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

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

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

Do not support
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

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

Local board priorities

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

Henderson-Massey

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities

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

I do not support any priorities

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.

Not Important

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

Not Important

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

Not Important

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

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

Fairly Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Henderson-Massey 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: Henderson-Massey

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?

Could do more interesting debates ot topics to devate about. The food could also
improve and have more fun activities during lunch times because breaks are longer
now.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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None

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:

| think it is important for students just like me to get there faster and safer.

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

I would like to debate more on intresting topics for other stydents tk understand as
well. | also want to enhance my learning.

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

None

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

I think it is a good idea for the staduim to be more of use for more people in events just
like amun because alot of students attend to these events.

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

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

I think its a good idea!
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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:

| think its a good idea!

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:

None

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

| think the idea is pretty good i have no feedbacks.

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:

I think that moving captian cook and marsden wharves from the port to auckland
council is very beneficial for other public places.
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Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides

public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:

Tranfering blediscloe terminal to the council is also very useful because it can provide

public benefits, i think it is a very good idea.

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 resident