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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: Hibiscus and Bays 

Your feedback 

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

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

debt 

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

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation 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? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

Do not support 
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we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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 Waitākere 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 
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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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

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

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

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

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

Not Important 

 

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

 

Support the development of community led 

resilience networks in our area, so our 

community and organisations will know who 

does what, where to get information and 

how to help, including in emergencies. 

Fairly Important 

Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 

contamination and sedimentation through 

methods such as re-naturalisation, or 

daylighting. 

Not Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

Not Important 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

other shared experiences in our public 

spaces for all. 

Not Important 
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Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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 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? 

education 

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? 

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? 

Other 

 

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 
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programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

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, Waitākere 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 Waitākere 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? 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

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

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport  

Water  

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

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

could pay less? 

We are already paying extra for some climate issues, yet the council seems to allow 

mass denuding of mature trees effecting the environment and nature, removing bins 

from beachside areas while saying they were less used bins was untrue, places like 
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Whangaparaoa where water ways wash into the sea, has meant there is now more 

plastic and trash lying around...how hard is it to enforce developers to not strip every 

green space and cram as many roofs onto green land, and not have some oversight 

around mature trees, and the right to shade, children having green space and the 

rights of birds bees and insects to survive. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

make eftpos, instant pay available on buses, instead of plastic bus passes for people 

who seldom use buses. 

Keep all the weeds cleared along edges of footpaths, they become well entrenched 

and then effect the footpaths, next we will be paying for repairs replaced footpaths. 

Forget cycle paths/lames unless there is a clear reason that has more than a few 

people using them. 

Keep up with increased volume of traffic management with dynamic lanes changing 

times, Silverdale/Whangaparaoa entrance system needs changing earlier, how long 

has it been left to whats been used now. 

 

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

 

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

Not everybody from outlying suburbs benefit in anyway from all the cash spent on city 

inner, trains. 

Why run the large buses outside commute times, half of them travel around over half 

empty, surely there is a few smaller fleet also available, less weight on roads less 

running cost. 

 

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

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

should be utilised more, smaller concert venue, cultural events 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

If growth of our airport means higher use is there a future prospect f higher returns, 

instead of share holders then holding their hands out for more dividends. 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

dont know both sound feasible, but once again, selling off assets how often does the 

money get lost elsewhere.... 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Auckland as a whole counts not just inner city, we already see lack of upkeep of basic 

infrastructure 

 

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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

I 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 

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 
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere 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? 

Dont give lip service to protecting whats left of the environment and green space. 

Many people dont put rubbish out weekly so how does that extra cost effect them. 

Why are people with water tanks who are more conservative with water use charged 

such a high rate for waste water, less water use, less waste water, most large families 

have already connected, and smaller households still retain water tanks. 
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Local board priorities 

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

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

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

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. 

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 
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Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

leave whats left of greens spaces 

protected, stop the loss of the Gulf Harbour 

last green space, with so much infill 

housing already taken over the area, HBC 

cant sustain more people, its a small area, 

surrounded by the ocean, already gets 

inundated with visitors over summer, 

stripping Okoromai bay of shell fish, and 

leaving overflowing bins and trash 

everywhere, a group of dedicated dogs 

walkers spend more time picking up 

peoples rubbish, including the whipper 

snipper plastic off cuts left by council 

workers ! Special areas should be 

protected. 

Tell us why 

Dont know. Dont have much faith in Councils anymore.  

Walking around out local areas, state of footpaths, loss of mature trees, rubbish, 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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 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? 

Public transport 

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

could pay less? 

Cultural events and parades like pride 
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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? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Sell it as its not used 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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) 

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. 

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, Waitākere 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 Waitākere 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

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

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

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 
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Tell us why 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

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

Fairly Important 

 

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

 

Support the development of community led 

resilience networks in our area, so our 

community and organisations will know who 

does what, where to get information and 

how to help, including in emergencies. 

Fairly Important 

Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 

contamination and sedimentation through 

methods such as re-naturalisation, or 

daylighting. 

Fairly Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

Not Important 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

Not Important 
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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. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

debt 

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water  

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)? 

 

28



#7354 
 

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, Waitākere 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 Waitākere 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 1c, Auckland Council has a central proposal that 

recommends spending more where it is needed most. Surf Life Saving facilities are a 

critical component of our community. They have served as temporary welfare and 

community centres, as well as civil defence centres during regional emergencies, 

including during the Auckland Anniversary flooding and Cyclone Gabrielle. Mairangi 

Bay Surf Lifesaving Club volunteers rescued over 70 people in the Auckland 

Anniversary floods and did so operating out of storage shipping containers. 

·         Our facilities aren’t a nice to have, they are the heart of our service. Allocated 

funding is essential to ensure the continued operation of our clubs and the safety of 

beachgoers. The amount requested is minimal when compared to the benefit it will 

have for the region. 

 

Local board priorities 

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

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

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

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

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 
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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 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

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

 

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. 
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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 2024-2034? 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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? 

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: 

 

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)? 

I 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: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

I 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 

Support 
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for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I 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, Waitākere 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 Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 

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

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

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

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

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

I support all priorities 

38



#7387 
 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

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

Fairly Important 

 

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

 

Support the development of community led 

resilience networks in our area, so our 

community and organisations will know who 

does what, where to get information and 

how to help, including in emergencies. 

Fairly Important 

Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 

contamination and sedimentation through 

methods such as re-naturalisation, or 

daylighting. 

Fairly Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

Fairly 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 
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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? 

Pubic transport links need to be improved for the Whangaparaoa/Silverdale area and it 

should be forward thinking. Penlink should be 2 lanes each way instead of everything 

being 20 years behind the times and needs of a growing, family based community.
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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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

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

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

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? 

·         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? 

Stop the woke brigade from setting up ridiculous rubbish collection initiatives, raised 

crossings and trying to make the city "liveable" for people who don't even live here 

 

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? 

Surf clubs at Takapuna, Mairangi Bay and Browns Bay! 

 

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

Food scrap collection 

 

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

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 
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Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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 Waitākere 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? 

·         With regard to Question 1c, Auckland Council has a central proposal that 

recommends spending more where it is needed most. Surf Life Saving facilities are a 

critical component of our community. They have served as temporary welfare and 

community centres, as well as civil defence centres during regional emergencies, 

including during the Auckland Anniversary flooding and Cyclone Gabrielle. Mairangi 

Bay Surf Lifesaving Club volunteers rescued over 70 people in the Auckland 

Anniversary floods and did so operating out of storage shipping containers. 

·         Our facilities aren’t a nice to have, they are the heart of our service. Allocated 

funding is essential to ensure the continued operation of our clubs and the safety of 
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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 2024/2025? 

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

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

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

Fairly Important 

 

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

 

Support the development of community led 

resilience networks in our area, so our 

community and organisations will know who 

does what, where to get information and 

how to help, including in emergencies. 

Fairly Important 

Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 

contamination and sedimentation through 

methods such as re-naturalisation, or 

daylighting. 

Fairly Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

Not Important 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

other shared experiences in our public 

spaces for all. 

Fairly Important 
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Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

 

·         With regard to Question 7b, answer 

as you wish and include the following in tell 

us why: 

“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.” 

·         With regard to Question 7c: 

“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.” 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

debt 

 

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

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development  

Council support Do more 

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Surf lifesaving clubs play a vital role in our community, providing essential services to 

keep our beaches safe. However, many of these facilities are reaching end-of-life and 

are in need of replacement. Without adequate funding, our clubs will struggle to 

continue their lifesaving work effectively. 
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Without fit-for-purpose facilities that people enjoy visiting, the Auckland region risks 

losing the volunteers who provide the service, spelling the end of more than a hundred 

years of vigilance on our beaches. 

We therefore request that Auckland Council allocates $8.02 million in funding within 

the Long Term Plan specifically earmarked for the rebuilds and ongoing maintenance 

of surf lifesaving club facilities, as per Surf Lifesaving Northern Region’s Surf 10:20 

Capital Development proposal. 

Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving Club has existed in its current location for 70 years. The 

current membership comprises ~150 active lifeguards, over 500 Junior Surf children 

aged 6-14yrs and a further ~600 associate members. The building is well past its 

useful life and can no longer adequately cater for its membership and activities. A new 

building is therefore imperative to continue being able to serve the membership and 

community. 

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

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

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)? 
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Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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 Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

With regard to Question 1c, Auckland Council has a central proposal that recommends 

spending more where it is needed most. Surf Life Saving facilities are a critical 

component of our community. They have served as temporary welfare and community 

centres, as well as civil defence centres during regional emergencies, including during 

the Auckland Anniversary flooding and Cyclone Gabrielle. Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving 

Club volunteers rescued over 70 people in the Auckland Anniversary floods and did so 

operating out of storage shipping containers. 

Our facilities aren’t a nice to have, they are the heart of our service. Allocated funding 

is essential to ensure the continued operation of our clubs and the safety of 

beachgoers. The amount requested is minimal when compared to the benefit it will 

have for the region. 

 

Local board priorities 

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

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

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

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

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 
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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 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

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

 

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 

Fairly Important 
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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. 

 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

other shared experiences in our public 

spaces for all. 

 

Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

Finalising the review of the 2015 Mairangi 

Bay Reserve Management plan and 

supporting the Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving 

Club to progress its redevelopment project 

is imperative for the upcoming year. 

Tell us why 

It should be a priority to deliver the Mairangi Bay Reserve Management Plan outcomes 

within the 10 year period, including a new surf lifesaving club building and associated 

storage, road closure and seawall maintenance. 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

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

 

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

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development  

Council support Do more 

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

• Surf lifesaving clubs play a vital role in our community, providing essential services to 

keep our beaches safe. However, many of these facilities are reaching end-of-life and 

are in need of replacement. Without adequate funding, our clubs will struggle to 

continue their lifesaving work effectively. 
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• Without fit-for-purpose facilities that people enjoy visiting, the Auckland region risks 

losing the volunteers who provide the service, spelling the end of more than a hundred 

years of vigilance on our beaches.  

• We therefore request that Auckland Council allocates $8.02 million in funding within 

the Long Term Plan specifically earmarked for the rebuilds and ongoing maintenance 

of surf lifesaving club facilities, as per Surf Lifesaving Northern Region’s Surf 10:20 

Capital Development proposal.  

• Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving Club has existed in its current location for 70 years. The 

current membership comprises ~150 active lifeguards, over 500 Junior Surf children 

aged 6-14yrs and a further ~600 associate members. The building is well past its 

useful life and can no longer adequately cater for its membership and activities. A new 

building is therefore imperative to continue being able to serve the membership and 

community. 

 

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

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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 Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

• With regard to Question 1c, Auckland Council has a central proposal that 

recommends spending more where it is needed most. Surf Life Saving facilities are a 

critical component of our community. They have served as temporary welfare and 

community centres, as well as civil defence centres during regional emergencies, 

including during the Auckland Anniversary flooding and Cyclone Gabrielle. Mairangi 

Bay Surf Lifesaving Club volunteers rescued over 70 people in the Auckland 

Anniversary floods and did so operating out of storage shipping containers. 

• Our facilities aren’t a nice to have, they are the heart of our service. Allocated funding 

is essential to ensure the continued operation of our clubs and the safety of 

beachgoers. The amount requested is minimal when compared to the benefit it will 

have for the region.  

 

 

Local board priorities 

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

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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? 
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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. 

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? 
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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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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? 

build up public transport. And make it safer for teens to use, as they afraid using it right 

now. Also make it a safer environment for bus drivers to. 

Youth work/and clubs. They bored and need a place to get together. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

less Local board Xmas parades perhaps. One in Akl will do. Or get Business Assoc. to 

run events rather than LB. So the budget can be used for youth work. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

yes we need an Airport service. Currently my visitor been stranded at the airport. 

Shuttle was full three times in a row, they took the bus to Onehunga train station, 

which was closed. Leaving a 21-year-old stranded at night in Onehunga. Reinstate the 

AT Airport bus to town!! 

 

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

more cycle lanes less cars on the road. Cycling is not safe in Akl, especially for kids to 

get to school. If school kids could safely get from and to school, less parents will drive 

them. 

 

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

more motorways as proposed by Government. 

 

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

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

perhaps a private Invester can run the main stadium, while the fields should be used 

by local clubs. So break this up in two and get the LB to manage the fields via 

Community. And the main stadium to be privately managed. 
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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? 

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. 

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, Waitākere 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 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere 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. 

I 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

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

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

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 
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Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

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

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 

68



#7416 
 

Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 

contamination and sedimentation through 

methods such as re-naturalisation, or 

daylighting. 

Fairly Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

Not Important 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

other shared experiences in our public 

spaces for all. 

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. 

so kids can go by bike to school, Im missing 

youth work funding here! 

Tell us why 

not much in it than advocate stuff. Where is Youth work? 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

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

 

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

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development  

Council support Do more 

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

• Surf lifesaving clubs play a vital role in our community, providing essential services to 

keep our beaches safe. However, many of these facilities are reaching end-of-life and 

are in need of replacement. Without adequate funding, our clubs will struggle to 

continue their lifesaving work effectively. 
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• Without fit-for-purpose facilities that people enjoy visiting, the Auckland region risks 

losing the volunteers who provide the service, spelling the end of more than a hundred 

years of vigilance on our beaches.  

• We therefore request that Auckland Council allocates $8.02 million in funding within 

the Long Term Plan specifically earmarked for the rebuilds and ongoing maintenance 

of surf lifesaving club facilities, as per Surf Lifesaving Northern Region’s Surf 10:20 

Capital Development proposal.  

• Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving Club has existed in its current location for 70 years. The 

current membership comprises ~150 active lifeguards, over 500 Junior Surf children 

aged 6-14yrs and a further ~600 associate members. The building is well past its 

useful life and can no longer adequately cater for its membership and activities. A new 

building is therefore imperative to continue being able to serve the membership and 

community. 

 

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

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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 Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

• With regard to Question 1c, Auckland Council has a central proposal that 

recommends spending more where it is needed most. Surf Life Saving facilities are a 

critical component of our community. They have served as temporary welfare and 

community centres, as well as civil defence centres during regional emergencies, 

including during the Auckland Anniversary flooding and Cyclone Gabrielle. Mairangi 

Bay Surf Lifesaving Club volunteers rescued over 70 people in the Auckland 

Anniversary floods and did so operating out of storage shipping containers. 

• Our facilities aren’t a nice to have, they are the heart of our service. Allocated funding 

is essential to ensure the continued operation of our clubs and the safety of 

beachgoers. The amount requested is minimal when compared to the benefit it will 

have for the region.  

 

 

Local board priorities 

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

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

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

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

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 
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Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

I 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 

community and organisations will know who 

does what, where to get information and 

how to help, including in emergencies. 

Very Important 
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Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 

contamination and sedimentation through 

methods such as re-naturalisation, or 

daylighting. 

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. 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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 As proposed 

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

No 

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

could pay less? 

No 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support 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: 

Council should not be in stadia. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

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. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

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

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

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 
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Tell us why 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

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

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. 

Fairly Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

Very Important 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

Very Important 
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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. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

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

 

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

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development  

Council support Do more 

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

·         Surf lifesaving clubs play a vital role in our community, providing essential 

services to keep our beaches safe. However, many of these facilities are reaching end-

of-life and are in need of replacement. Without adequate funding, our clubs will 

struggle to continue their lifesaving work effectively. 
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·         Without fit-for-purpose facilities that people enjoy visiting, the Auckland region 

risks losing the volunteers who provide the service, spelling the end of more than a 

hundred years of vigilance on our beaches. 

·         We therefore request that Auckland Council allocates $8.02 million in funding 

within the Long Term Plan specifically earmarked for the rebuilds and ongoing 

maintenance of surf lifesaving club facilities, as per Surf Lifesaving Northern Region’s 

Surf 10:20 Capital Development proposal. 

·         Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving Club has existed in its current location for 70 

years. The current membership comprises ~150 active lifeguards, over 500 Junior Surf 

children aged 6-14yrs and a further ~600 associate members. The building is well past 

its useful life and can no longer adequately cater for its membership and activities. A 

new building is therefore imperative to continue being able to serve the membership 

and community. 

 

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

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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 Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

·         With regard to Question 1c, Auckland Council has a central proposal that 

recommends spending more where it is needed most. Surf Life Saving facilities are a 

critical component of our community. They have served as temporary welfare and 

community centres, as well as civil defence centres during regional emergencies, 

including during the Auckland Anniversary flooding and Cyclone Gabrielle. Mairangi 

Bay Surf Lifesaving Club volunteers rescued over 70 people in the Auckland 

Anniversary floods and did so operating out of storage shipping containers. 

·         Our facilities aren’t a nice to have, they are the heart of our service. Allocated 

funding is essential to ensure the continued operation of our clubs and the safety of 

beachgoers. The amount requested is minimal when compared to the benefit it will 

have for the region. 

 

Local board priorities 

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

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

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

 

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 
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does what, where to get information and 

how to help, including in emergencies. 

Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 

contamination and sedimentation through 

methods such as re-naturalisation, or 

daylighting. 

 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

other shared experiences in our public 

spaces for all. 

 

Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

“Finalising the review of the 2015 Mairangi 

Bay Reserve Management plan and 

supporting the Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving 

Club to progress its redevelopment project 

is imperative for the upcoming year.” 

 

Tell us why 

“It should be a priority to deliver the Mairangi Bay Reserve Management Plan 

outcomes within the 10 year period, including a new surf lifesaving club building and 

associated storage, road closure and seawall maintenance.” 

 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Why such a biased question as increased productivity can do more eg T2 lanes can be 

used for trucks T3 lanes become T2 lanes for use by buses and trucks as well 

Bus lanes become T2 lanes and for trucks as well 
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Water in and out and truck-bus-car transport need to be improved -everything else 

needs to be stopped or bare maintenance only 

Use much higher dog fees for inspection & dog rangers as Hibiscus beaches are no go 

zones for toddlers and elderly 

Use event funding and reduced days eg Wed to Sunday for venues and libraries & 

20% less staff to keep beaches clean and with community involvement prevent coastal 

erosion where erosion is affecting reserves and water quality 

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

could pay less? 

Since amalgamation staff numbers are up 20% and staff costs up 30%- what about 

less meetings less reports and increased productivity 

No more speed bumps 

Watercare and AT come under council control 

No event funding for any local events including Pacifica Diwali Lantern Festival and 

Gay Parade -only consider major events such as FIFA Cup 

No more money on Central City-we are a collection of villages who don't relate to inner 

city or work there or want to shop or visit 

Less trucks collecting different rubbish-including garden waste we have 4 different 

trucks down our street 

Only 1 wide (house boundary to kerb) path per street for walking and cycling 

Stop resealing already ok roads such as my local road Marellan Red Beach 

No sister city activity 

Use golf courses for storm water using lakes 

Create adopt a reserve or beach using local schools, service clubs, iwi to improve 

facilities through funding and regular cleanup 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 
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T3 and bus lanes become T2 lanes used by T2 buses and trucks 

No more bike lanes or speed humps 

Synchronise traffic lights to suit T 2 lanes especially buses 

No more lights-use roundabouts 

1 very wide path per street for cycling and walking 

Use pavers for easier digging up 

 

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

T2 lanes for buses trucks and T2 lanes 

 

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

Speed humps cycle ways  

Paving adequate roads 

 

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

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

It used to be popular and a vast area north of the bridge needs a stadium as we don't 

want to go south over the bridge and it's easy accessed by west 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)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Diversify huge risk for port and airport and lift productivity and safety of port 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Port is unsafe and slow and a huge risk-make money by leasing 

 

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: 

Money is usually frittered away 

 

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

Tell us here: 

It should be a high growth 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: 

Jewel in Auckland's crown and could be base for ferries and 2 nd harbour crossing 

 

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

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

Better use and more income and safer 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

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, Waitākere and Papakura in 

Do not 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 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere 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? 

Significantly raise dog fees and a lot more for 2 dog homes and no 3 or more dog 

homes-all subject to yearly inspection 

Charge other animals eg hens and ducks in residential areas 

 

 

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 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

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

Very Important 

 

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

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. 

Not Important 

Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

Protect beaches and keep clean as well as 

parks using adopt a beach by schools etc 

Tell us why 

Focus on T2 lanes for buses trucks and T2 cars including Penlink 

No community events 

Retain bins and improve facilities 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 

Productivity and staff reduction id number 1 - costs are up 20 to 30 per cent since 

amalgamation with a reduction in services outside city centre 

Transport by bus truck and car are paramount 
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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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

debt 

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support 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, Waitākere 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 Waitākere 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 1c, Auckland Council has a central proposal that 

recommends spending more where it is needed most. Surf Life Saving facilities are a 

critical component of our community. They have served as temporary welfare and 

community centres, as well as civil defence centres during regional emergencies, 

including during the Auckland Anniversary flooding and Cyclone Gabrielle. Mairangi 

Bay Surf Lifesaving Club volunteers rescued over 70 people in the Auckland 

Anniversary floods and did so operating out of storage shipping containers. 

·         Our facilities aren’t a nice to have, they are the heart of our service. Allocated 

funding is essential to ensure the continued operation of our clubs and the safety of 

beachgoers. The amount requested is minimal when compared to the benefit it will 

have for the region. 

  

d.      Answer Question 7a (OPTIONAL) with regard to funding priorities Mairangi Bay 

SLSC’s local board area. Choose Hibiscus and Local Bays Local Board. 

·         With regard to Question 7b, answer as you wish and include the following in tell 

us why: 

“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.” 

 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

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

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do 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? 

Specific funding/ budget allocation needs to be set aside for surf lifesaving facilities 

across the Auckland region including club redevelopment. Without that funding the 

council has too much opportunity to decline and further decline and further delay 

redevelopment projects that have been in discussion for decades. 

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: 
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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? 

 

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). 
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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. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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 Waitākere 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? 

The hibiscus and bays local board must prioritize the finalization of the review of the 

2015 reverse management plan so that any development project can proceed 

unimpeded. 

 

Local board priorities 

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

Hibiscus and Bays 
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Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

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

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

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

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

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

 

Support the development of community led 

resilience networks in our area, so our 

community and organisations will know who 

does what, where to get information and 

how to help, including in emergencies. 

Fairly Important 

Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 

contamination and sedimentation through 

methods such as re-naturalisation, or 

daylighting. 

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. 

Not Important 

Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

The hibiscus and bays local board must 

prioritize the finalization of the review of the 

2015 reverse management plan so that any 

development project can proceed 

unimpeded. 

Tell us why 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 

Mairangi bay surf club is a huge community and needs the club house to be 

redeveloped. 

:)
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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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

debt 

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development 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? 

Acquisition of a regional park for the existing and newly developing southern area 

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 operating divisions in the Council management sometimes with an apparent silo 

approach and lack of connection with what actually is needed. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Most of these proposals are worthwhile. More sensible traffic management around 

minor works often with extremely minimal risk to workers or the public. Currently the 

traffic management must massively inflate the costs of very minor work. 

 

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

Greenways and walking connections through suburbs and between parks. 

More planting of grassed areas to reduce maintenance cost and global warming gas 

emissions. 

 

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: 

To more effectively promote the use of this valuable facility. Some enhancement of the 

area could be considered 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Other 
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Tell us why: 

If this fund was established it must be ring fenced so that it does not become just a 

convenient slush fund and is used for capital improvements and no assets are 

alienated from public ownership 

 

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

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

Important to retain full control of such a critical connection with the flow of goods and 

services. 

 

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: 

Important to maintain funding services unless other funding such as the GST spent in 

Auckland available or a Fuel Tax 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 
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These areas could be needed for port operations in the future 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Cannot see that it will not be needed for the port operations 

 

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. 

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

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere 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. 

I 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? 

Believe degree of user pays should apply to household waste collection. 

Inorganic collections are badly done and items useful for reuse and repurposing are 

destroyed by the manner in which they are collected. 

 

Local board priorities 

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

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

There needs to be a process for developing a ring fence fund for the acquisition of 

further regional parks for the new areas of Auckland. These parks are vital for the type 
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of informal recreation the majority of people undertake and have proven mental and 

physical health benefits. Central government should be lobbied to support due to the 

absent of large National Parks near Auckland and the saving in the operation of the 

health services that would be made.
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The health benefits of green spaces 
Publish Date : 01 May 2019 

•  ENVIRONMENT 
•  GREEN SPACES 
•  MAYOR 
•  PARKS / OUTDOORS 

 
An increasing body of evidence suggests that a closer connection to nature is 
good for our heads, our hearts and our lungs. But as Auckland grows, our 
precious green spaces and trees are increasingly under threat. In the first part 
of a three-part series for OurAuckland, Elly Strang looks at the many benefits 
green spaces bring to the health of our people and our city. 

Humans have long believed that being in or around nature has healing properties. 
But the idea was previously more intuitive than evidential – a warm glow rather than 
hard science. Now, with large-scale public-health problems such as obesity and 
depression being linked to a rise in technology, a disconnect from the outdoors and 
more time spent inside, researchers are showing renewed interest in the topic, and 
studies from around the world are finding that those who live close to green spaces 
enjoy positive impacts on both their physical and mental wellbeing. 

The science behind green wellbeing 
A new Danish study has found that when children grow up with green space around 
them, they have 55 per cent less risk of developing a range of mental-health 
problems later in life. Researchers from Aarhus University found that the more 
greenery a person is exposed to up to the age of 10, the lower the risk of 16 mental 
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disorders, including anxiety and depression, even when controlling for factors such 
as socio-economics and urbanisation. 

“Our findings affirm that integrating natural environments into urban planning is a 
promising approach to improve mental health and reduce the rising global burden of 
psychiatric disorders,” the study’s authors say. 

Closer to home, a team led by University of Canterbury professor Simon Kingham 
has studied the effects of public and private green spaces on physical health. The 
research analysed the activities of 12,500 New Zealanders, including 2500 
Aucklanders, and found they were less likely to be overweight or suffer from obesity 
if they lived close to a park. 

“Globally, nearly every study I’ve read says the more green space you’ve got near 
where you live, the better your health is,” Kingham says. “Park creation and planting 
in existing public spaces may serve as low-cost disease prevention options.” 

In its 10-year budget released last year, Auckland Council boosted funding for parks, 
open spaces and community facilities to $3.7 billion, with $1.4 billion set aside for 
acquiring and developing public open spaces and parks. This was ahead of 
infrastructure as the single biggest increase within the budget. 

 

Improving equity of access to green space 
Kingham says another finding of his team’s study was that people in lower 
socioeconomic areas tended to have less access to good-quality green spaces. “All 
green space is not the same.” 

# 7582

118



This is why Auckland Council’s Urban Ngahere (Forest) Strategy is vital to the health 
of the city. It aims to address the unequal distribution of trees across the region and 
increase the benefits of a green city for all. 

Find out more about the Urban Ngahere Strategy 

It also aims to undo some of the damage done by urbanisation, rising inequality and 
climate change. The plan is to increase Auckland’s average tree-canopy cover from 
18 to 30 per cent, while targeting areas where cover is scarce, such as parts of south 
Auckland, so that all local board areas have at least 15 per cent cover. 

Councillor Penny Hulse, chair of the council’s Environment and Community 
Committee, says Auckland’s rapid urban growth has swallowed up native bush and 
open spaces. 

“It hasn’t always been the norm to replant trees in areas that have been developed 
since the 1980s,” she says. “With higher-density housing we’ve lost a lot of urban 
trees, as people haven’t always valued them as much as they should.” 

Hulse says so-called “leafy suburbs” have fantastic tree cover, but the urban canopy 
is not evenly distributed across Auckland. In some neighbourhoods, streetscape 
planting – where trees are planted along the roadside – is also lacking. 

“The amalgamation of Auckland’s former councils means we get to look across the 
whole region to see where those gaps are,” she says. “Among the lowest on the 
canopy cover statistics are places like Ōtara and Papatoetoe. We’d like to make 
them as leafy as the suburbs in Waitematā, not just because it’s beautiful, but 
because it’s better for communities.” 

'Knowing, growing and protecting' 
The Urban Ngahere Strategy is underpinned by a three-pillar framework: knowing, 
growing and protecting. This involves tracking the size, health, condition and 
distribution of trees around Auckland and increasing the number to boost the 
benefits and address inequity, while also protecting existing trees. 

Hulse says local boards are organising planting in areas that have been degraded, 
and Mayor Phil Goff’s Million Trees programme is a great example of a planting 
project making big strides. Under the scheme, 648,000 trees were planted around 
Auckland in the first two planting seasons, and the millionth tree is being planted in 
Tōtara Park on 14 June. Auckland Council collaborates with a range of groups on 
the plantings, from schools, to community groups, to prison inmates. 

“We’re getting huge numbers of volunteers for planting,” Goff says. “They’re not as 
fast as the professionals we use, but they’re there and ready. It’s all about what you 
want to leave as a legacy. I went and planted 50 native trees, and I’m going to take 
my grandkids back there and show them the trees when they’re 30, 40, 50 metres 
high. People get a thrill out of that and know we’re undoing some of the damage 
done; they see it as a way they can make a difference.” 
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Hulse says planting more trees now is crucial to combat growing inequity as the 
climate gets warmer. 

“Climate change is talked about as an inequity magnifier. In other words, the people 
most vulnerable to climate change are those at the challenging end of the social 
scale, and if you look at where the least tree cover is, it’s the vulnerable areas. 
Internationally, it’s been shown that communities who live in areas where there are 
lots of trees are able to adapt to warmth more easily, so let’s address those two 
things together.” 

Share 
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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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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? 

The cutting of trees on roads like ours that causes blind spots after 5 years of being 

left.  Check Javelin Close Gulf Harbour and it is now blind both ways and we used to 

get the public trees cut back every year. Keep rubbish bins at all beaches and parks 

for Dog Poo and it has not been thought through properly 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Fire the whole of Auckland Transport and consolidate back office services as planned.  

Fewer cycle ways and climate change nonsense and repair all the roads from the top 

of the country to the bottom and build a second harbour crossing. And keep the ferry 

and gulf harbour and make it possible for more sailings not less to get cars off the road 

again.  Also stop the sale of Hammerhead and Gulf Harbour Country Club sub division 

and the planned 1000 houses.  We do not want it end up like the golf course at Red 

beach which now has around 2000 houses on flood planes. 

Also fire all the staff who under labour have been sucking at the public funds as 

promised by Mr Brown.  Stop talking about it and get on with the plan to roll every last 

person who isn’t contributing to the new and improved system. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Agree there is no money left but please keep the Gulf Harbour Ferry to keep cars off 

the road and publicise it and get it back to running at full speed when 1000 cars of the 

road a week at least and he public want weekend ferries from here as well.  It’s not too 

late if you can redirect funds.  We don’t care if they are electric we just want our ferry 

 

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

Ferries for Gulf Harbour.  A covered coffee shop and station on the point were you can 

catch it in all weather like Birkenhead point.  New car parks and please keep the park 

and rides free if you want people to take public transport.   It has to be free parking or 

otherwise more people will just give up and get back in their cars 

 

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

Cycleways and electric buses.  Wait for hydrogen and much cleaner option as so many 

people are already backing away from electric due to the waste created from lithium 

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

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

If you find an investor to sponsor the stadium or even multiple investors and it was run 

privately it would work look at Vector 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

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

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

I think the airport is a poor investment and we should sell the shares and use the 

money to fund service delivery not a balance sheet which no one cares about 

 

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

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

group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 

to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

I think it’s central for a reason but now with growing cruise liners etc coming it needs to 

be better managed 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

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

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

Because it would impact ferries and roads and it is bad enough already 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

Support 
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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. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 

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

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

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

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

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

I do not support most priorities 
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Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

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

Not Important 

 

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

 

Support the development of community led 

resilience networks in our area, so our 

community and organisations will know who 

does what, where to get information and 

how to help, including in emergencies. 

Fairly Important 

Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 

contamination and sedimentation through 

methods such as re-naturalisation, or 

daylighting. 

Not Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

Not Important 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

other shared experiences in our public 

spaces for all. 

Not Important 

Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

Council needs to get back to basics and 

provide public transport like ferries and 

buses and better safer roads and stop all 

the woke nonsense 

Tell us why 
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Money needs to be diverted back to core service delivery and provide the above 

services.  No more money wasted on cycleways, electrification until all core services 

are provided efficiently. 

 

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? 

Please keep the Gulf Harbour ferry and think about improving it back to 360 Discovery 

days when there around 8 sailings a day and the public would also like access on the 

weekends once sailings are back to peak levels.  Our infrastructure can not take 

another 1000 houses on the planned Gulf Harbour Country Club
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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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport  

Water Do less 

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? 

No. I am already paying astronomical amout of rate 

I have worked hard all my life to have my own home and now when I am retired the 

Council chase me out from my property 

People on pension and low income  earner is strugling this ever increasing rate 
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It is very easy for the Council to put the rate up instead of reducing multimillion projects 

and cutting down on the staff which is not needed at the Council 

The last  years the employment in the council balloned up 

 

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

could pay less? 

Cut down on multimilion and billion  amount of projects and go back to basic  provide 

first class maintanence on streets, waters etc 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

The people is battling to put food on the table, don't have extra money to spend on rate 

increase 

 

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

Street and water maintanence 

 

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

All multimilion projects and and the salary of  balooned up council staff with high 

salaries 

 

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

the stadium is only one stadium on the North Shore which worked very well until the 

Council took over 
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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 lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 
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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. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

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

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Support the development of community led 

resilience networks in our area, so our 

community and organisations will know who 

does what, where to get information and 

how to help, including in emergencies. 

Very Important 

Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 

contamination and sedimentation through 

methods such as re-naturalisation, or 

daylighting. 

Fairly Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

Not Important 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

other shared experiences in our public 

spaces for all. 

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 2024-2034? 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do 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? 

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 lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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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) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

Support 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays,Rodney 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

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

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

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 

140



#7604 
 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

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

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. 

Not 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 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

other shared experiences in our public 

spaces for all. 

Very Important 
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Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

 

Rodney Local Board Priorities 

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

I support most priorities 

 

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

Deliver new and/or improved playground 

and play spaces in Goodall Reserve, Te 

Hana Reserve, Rautawhiri Park and 

Riverhead War Memorial Park. 

Not Important 

Support communities to develop local 

community emergency leadership groups 

and emergency action planning in response 

to the findings of the Emergency Response 

Assessment study being undertaken in 

2023/2024. 

Very Important 

Provide additional activities and 

programmes for children and young people 

maximising the use of our libraries, halls 

and open spaces, where possible. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to support our local arts centres in 

Helensville and Kumeu and look to extend 

arts experiences to other parts of Rodney. 

Not Important 
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Continue to support community groups and 

mana whenua to keep our waterways clean 

and healthy and restore biodiversity. 

Fairly Important 

Support the community to minimise waste, 

turn it into resources, and promote 

education on waste reduction. 

Not Important 

Develop and refurbish toilet facilities in 

Glasgow Park, Dinning Road Esplanade 

Reserve and Port Albert Recreation 

Reserve. 

Fairly Important 

Develop pathway connections in Green 

Road Park. 

Not Important 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

2034? 

 

As our local board area is so large, please tell us where you live so we can better 

understand the views from different communities 

Silverdale (Rodney End) 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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  

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

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: 

Improve safety and the most important works first please. 

 

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? 

I 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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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I 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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

I 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 

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 

Support 
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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, Waitākere 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 Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 

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

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

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

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

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

148



#7628 
 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

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

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. 

Fairly Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

other shared experiences in our public 

spaces for all. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation 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: 

It seems a reasonable balance and keeping the city safe and moving is important 

 

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: 

The stadium is an asset not a liability. We do not want to spend more to get less and 

ion the process have to sell off land to do it. Such an option would be a massive 

backward step for the North Shore. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

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

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

Council investment is and should be in the city and its assets, not shares in unrelated 

commercial companies. Any spare cash should be used to reduce councils debt, with 

corresponding reduction to the debt ceiling to prevent re-borrowing in non emergency 

situations. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 

group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 

to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

The port, and its operations, are an asset of the city, should be controlled by the city 

and is an excellent investment for the city. The profit from the port operation should be 

optimised, but retained for the city, not be sold to commercial interests. 

 

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: 

Repay council debt. 

 

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

Tell us here: 

The council must by the nature of its holding already effectively self insure most of its 

risk, why would it not self ensure the rest. I am in favour of the self insurance principal, 

although of course the devil is in the detail and we must trust the council organisation 

to sort out those details. 

 

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

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

We cannot afford the port not to maximise its operations and profit. We already have 

Wynyard and need lower rates and better service more than redevelopment of Cook 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Same reasons as the previous question. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

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

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

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

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 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

Fairly 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 

It is very hard to differentiate between local board and council priorities and The level 

of delegation to the local boards is difficult to understand 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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 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? 

Council to Work with Government to ensure that we have an excellent train and bus 

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

could pay less? 

No more funding for Council meetings to have lunches and morning/afternoon teas 

provided. 

No free alcohol in mayor’s office - if s/he want to entertain somebody in the office buy 

the alcohol themselves 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I think it’s necessary to have raised  pedestrian crossings near schools and shopping 

areas.  Too many people speed in their cars and pedestrians need to feel safe. 

Cycle ways are essential for cyclist safety as they are vulnerable 

 

 

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

Increase parking at bus/train stations, so there is more provision for people to use 

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: 

Prior to the amalgamation of local Councils into the so called super city North Harbour 

Stadium had sports, entertainment and cultural groups using the stadium.  Under 

present management the stadium has gone down hill. 
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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)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

The setting up the Auckland Future Fund as proposed would only benefit interests 

such as the one of Big Four Consultancy Firms (eg. PwC, Deloittes etc) who would  

act as a ‘professional’ fund manager, as well as Investment companies (such as Craigs 

Investment) who have a vested interest in such a Fund and would take huge slices of 

money in fees for their so called services. 

Auckland should retain its !1% of Auckland Airport shares.  I was against the  previous 

sale of the Airport shares by Brown - again a company  that has/had vested interest in 

the sales of these shares (receiving huge fees) gives a glowing recommendation for 

the sale. The money that was left from the previous sale seems to have gone into a big 

hole. 

Previously Brown had negative.views on consultants what has made him change his 

‘mind’. 

 

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: 

Under the current management, the port is making substantial profits why give these to 

a private port operator 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

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

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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? 

 

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 
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Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere 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. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 

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

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

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

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

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 
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Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

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

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 

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. 

Fairly 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 
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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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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 less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

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? 

Council needs to do more of its work in-house. It is obvious that the outsourcing model 

is not producing value and council is not getting competitive prices for work done on 

behalf of ratepayers. Council should enforce lower level bylaws more astutely. Parking, 

dogs, illegal dumping etc. I would also like to Council to proactively care for the 
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environment, stop excess packaging, stop garden centres selling invasive species, put 

some onus on urbanites to care for the environment, not just farmers. 

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

could pay less? 

Stop building motorways in the city. We live on the North Shore. We watched as circa 

$300m and 2 years was spent to joining the western and northern motorways together. 

Result: traffic jam has been moved 700 metres south and made a bit worse. Also up 

this way, Penlink has now started. This will move the traffic jam from Whangaparāoa to 

the motorway on Dairy Flat and make it worse for everyone living north of Dairy Flat. 

We have to spend the money on public transport, that is the only way we will solve 

transport times in the peak. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I support public transport but also active transport. Being able to get about town using 

own's own energy is important to greater well being of the population. We are a 

country of lazy, unhealthy fatties, especially our kids and have become far too 

dependent on cars for even the shortest of trips. Also, buses in the city need more 

priority. As it stands they too often get caught up in traffic. 

 

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

Make active transport a viable option via a joined-up network of micro-transport 

vehicles (scooters, ebikes etc. - light single person vehicles capable of 20-30km/h.) 

 

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

More roads. Complete waste of time. Anyone who disagrees should be sent to LA, 

California and made to commute for a week by car. It's an apocalyptic nightmare and 

this is where we are heading under our car-centric planning. 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

Let someone else have a go at managing it. If that does not work, look at 

redevelopment. For god's sake do not sell it, Albany is heading for high intensity 

residential and needs public spaces!! 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

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

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

Don't sell any more assets. The proceeds will just be squandered and the residents will 

be poorer in the long term as this asset continues to grow in value. 

 

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

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

group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 

to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

Keep the port and run it properly. Don't move it anywhere. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 
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The port is a solid asset that, managed well, will provide good returns to ratepayers. 

 

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: 

Stop messing about with it. Get on with other important projects and don't start a new 

one. 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Stop messing about with it. Get on with other important projects and don't start a new 

one. It's fine as a part of the port. We don't need ANOTHER stadium to close in 15 

years or yet more retail space or overpriced apartments. Stop looking for new projects 

and get one and deliver the ones already started or needed. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

Support 
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programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

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, Waitākere 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 Waitākere 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 
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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? 

We need to protect the environment. It is so much more expensive to try and fix it later 

once it has been spoiled. Paying for rubbish disposal is like metering water. It is the 

only way to get people to take care of it. All rubbish disposal should be "pay as you 

throw". Rates funded rubbish incentivises nobody to take responsibility for the amount 

of rubbish they generate. 

 

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 2024/2025? 

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

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 
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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 2024-2034? 

I 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 

community and organisations will know who 

does what, where to get information and 

how to help, including in emergencies. 

Very Important 

Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 

contamination and sedimentation through 

methods such as re-naturalisation, or 

daylighting. 

Fairly Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

Fairly 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 

modes of transport. 

These are all great but the private sector 

should be responsible for the risks of 

diversity events etc. 

Tell us why 

Greenways, protection of sea, soil and fresh water. 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community 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? 

 

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

 

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

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

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 

to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

Support 
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we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

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, Waitākere 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. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere 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? 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

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

 

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

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development  

Council support Do more 

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

·         Surf lifesaving clubs play a vital role in our community, providing essential 

services to keep our beaches safe. However, many of these facilities are reaching end-

of-life and are in need of replacement. Without adequate funding, our clubs will 

struggle to continue their lifesaving work effectively. 
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·         Without fit-for-purpose facilities that people enjoy visiting, the Auckland region 

risks losing the volunteers who provide the service, spelling the end of more than a 

hundred years of vigilance on our beaches. 

·         We therefore request that Auckland Council allocates $8.02 million in funding 

within the Long Term Plan specifically earmarked for the rebuilds and ongoing 

maintenance of surf lifesaving club facilities, as per Surf Lifesaving Northern Region’s 

Surf 10:20 Capital Development proposal. 

·         Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving Club has existed in its current location for 70 

years. The current membership comprises ~150 active lifeguards, over 500 Junior Surf 

children aged 6-14yrs and a further ~600 associate members. The building is well past 

its useful life and can no longer adequately cater for its membership and activities. A 

new building is therefore imperative to continue being able to serve the membership 

and community. 

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

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Better management to an already established stadium close to transport, makes total 

financial sense. Management should encourage more and better events to hold. 

Upgrade the stadium! And keep it. Once gone it’s gone, and will fall under yet another 

stadium debate costing tax payer money again…. For years to come when needed. 
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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: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

181



#7643 
 

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, Waitākere 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 Waitākere 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? 

·         With regard to Question 1c, Auckland Council has a central proposal that 

recommends spending more where it is needed most. Surf Life Saving facilities are a 

critical component of our community. They have served as temporary welfare and 

community centres, as well as civil defence centres during regional emergencies, 

including during the Auckland Anniversary flooding and Cyclone Gabrielle. Mairangi 

Bay Surf Lifesaving Club volunteers rescued over 70 people in the Auckland 

Anniversary floods and did so operating out of storage shipping containers. 

·         Our facilities aren’t a nice to have, they are the heart of our service. Allocated 

funding is essential to ensure the continued operation of our clubs and the safety of 

beachgoers. The amount requested is minimal when compared to the benefit it will 

have for the region. 

 

 

Local board priorities 

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

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community 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? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I disagree with stopping some of the raised pedestrian crossings and cycleways 

 

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

Public transport - enhancing the efficiency and consistency of it all, busses, trains etc 

etc 

 

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: 

I am highly AGAINST the redevelopment of the stadium due to this potentially including 

deconstruction (as stated in the LTP) of parts of the stadium and selling of land, with 

NO guarantee that this will be reinvested back into the North Harbour Stadium and 

back into the North Harbour Region.  

The way that the above is phrased and presented is incredibly biased and misleads 

people to choose a certain option. "Redevelopment", sounds lovely to read straight off 

the BAT - but if you read the proposal - deconstruction is a possibility AND there is NO 

promise or guarantee that the funds from this will be redeveloped and put BACK into 

the North Harbour stadium to get it functioning as it should be. 

Change of operational management needs to occur and would be beneficial to ensure 

that the stadium is being utilised as it should and also being maintained as it should. 

Currently, niether are occuring. 

A change in management NEEDS to allow for an increase in accessibility and usage 

by the North Harbour region and the community. It needs to be feasible, user-friendly 

and able to be genuinely utilised by the North Harbour region. 
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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)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

I 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? 

I 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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Other 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

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. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

I don't know 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere 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. 

Other 

 

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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

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

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

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 
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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 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

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

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. 

Fairly Important 

Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 

contamination and sedimentation through 

Fairly Important 
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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. 

Not Important 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

other shared experiences in our public 

spaces for all. 

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 

I support these priorities 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

debt 

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development 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? 

Do more for environment and climate change mitigation 

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 on focusing on unsustainable growth 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Haven't  had time to read proposal, process it... 

 

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

More on cycleways, pedestrian crossings - anything to get people moving in a 

sustainable way 

 

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

Less on destructive unsustainable growth that is costing the emvironmemt and 

contributing to climate change 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Haven't read stadium proposal or really care about 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)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Haven't had time to read it, what ever is intergenerationally more sustainable 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

Haven't read it, whatever is more intergenerationally and environmentally sustainable 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

As above, whatever is more environmentally sustainable 

 

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 

Support 
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the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

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

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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. 
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Increase the Waitākere 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Support the long term environmentally sustainable options
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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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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  

City and local development Do less 

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? 

Living in Whangaparaoa, I would be happy to pay more if I k ew that there would be a 

EFFICIANT, RELIABLE, WEEKDAY & WEEKENDS FERRY SERVICE ( water taxies) 

to not only Auckland City, but along the North shore and into Hobsonville. Living her 20 

years and have yet to see a service that accolades the North Shore population. 
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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 BUILDING Urban sprawl and get transport & services infrastructure in place 

first. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I understand there is a limited budget, but only a reliable affordable public transport 

can solve the bottle necks of Auckland. Do things well & do them once! Fulton Hogan 

have NOT learned how to fix roads to last! Maybe get a better solution! 

 

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

As above utalising the sea around Auckland to transport the population to where they 

need to go when they need to go and come back! 

 

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

BUILDING ROADS & HIGH RISE UNITS Plus URBAN SPRAWL! 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

The Stadium is an asset to the community and just the lack of parking is an issue! Plus 

the Park & Ride is totally inadequate and too far away from the stadium and shops! A 

multi story built next to the Stadium is needed. 

 

197



#7684 
 

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)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

I 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? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

There is way too much info to digest in one attempt to do this survey! It should be split 

up into separate ones! 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

Again too much to compute on 1st reading of this survey! I may not get time to revisit 

it? 

 

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. 

 

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, Waitākere and Papakura in 
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2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere 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? 

Too much info to digest! 

 

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 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

I 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 
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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. 

 

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. 

There is not enough being done to create 

safe path ways from Gulf Harbout to Manly! 

Or paths from the Ferry into Gulf Harbour! 

Tell us why 

 

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? 

STOP BUILDING on Whangaparaoa Peninsular! It is being smothered!
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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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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 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? 

Litter collection from our streets 

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

could pay less? 

Less consultation. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Spend more on pedestrian facilities. 

 

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

Spend more on pedestrian facilities, particularly a decent path from albany bus staion 

to Albany mall, and Akoranga station to Takapuna. 

 

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

Car parking facilities. 

 

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Better use of the land eg sell it for higher density housing. 

 

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)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

I 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 

Support 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I 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, Waitākere 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. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

I 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

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

Not Important 

 

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

 

Support the development of community led 

resilience networks in our area, so our 

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. 

Not Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

Not Important 
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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. 

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 2024-2034? 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

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

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

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? 

Reign in building multi-story apartments and put more protection around trees so we 

do not lose so many to building 

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 work in city centre and spend more in the surrounding communities. Reduce 

road/rail spending in the city centre. With good fibre connections, people can work in 

smaller hubs closer to where they live. Less commuting, less traffic. Better work-life 

balance. Auckland is just another city, there are plenty of those. Having technical 

working hubs in more pleasant environments will make us different. Local cafes and 

shops will thrive at the expense of their city centre counterparts. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Fuel tax makes those who use the roads most fund them. If the tax is removed, it 

seems unfair to tax many people who use their cars infrequently. Maybe introduce a 

mileage road tax for petrol cars like is done for diesel 

 

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

Buses. You get a lot of busses for the cost of a rail link. Busses are more flexible and 

easy to change routes. Railway lines are not. 

Ferries. Some competition may help keep prices down. Safety standards must be 

measured and enforced by the council. 

 

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

City centre upgrades 

 

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

We have stadiums in the city centre. If you are keen to watch a match, it is not too far 

to travel. 
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Making the stadium something that is useful to wider range of the community would be 

a better use of space. Basketball courts, meeting rooms, maker spaces, youth clubs, 

visiting lecture spaces, recording studios. You can do a lot. If well designed, the 

building could be flexible (ie movable walls to increase room sizes as needed etc) 

I clicked “change operational management” as the current management does not 

seem to be working. 

 

 

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: 

Gambling on the share market has no place in local government. You have a budget 

and should spend it wisely and not hope for the stock market to possibly provide a 

boost in the future. 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

You may choose to lease parts of the port to earn income. Investing profits in a fund I 

am not happy about 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 
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See above. Stock markets can crash. If China invades Taiwan and Aus/Nz get dragged 

into blockades/sanctios, it can all go pear shaped very quickly. 

If this is tax payers money, I think it is wrong to gamble with it. Balance the books 

instead. 

 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

Support 
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programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere 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. 

I don't know 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

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

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

debt 

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do less 

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

IMPROVED SPORTS FACILITIES. 

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

could pay less? 
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wasted hundreds of thousands on poor quality contractors performance for the 

maintenance of sporting facilities. under cut the market and have destroyed the 

facilities and put massive stress on the sporting organisations, costing us money and 

impacting the community. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

the stadium is completely under utilised. a high quality sport facility that the community 

can utilise is desperately needed. thousand of junior, youth ,senior, male and female 

sports players could benefit, not just 30 professional players every now and then. 

 

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)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

I 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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

I 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 

I don't know 
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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. 

I don't know 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

I 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. 

I don't know 

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

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

I 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

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

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

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 
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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 2024-2034? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

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

Fairly Important 

 

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

 

Support the development of community led 

resilience networks in our area, so our 

community and organisations will know who 

does what, where to get information and 

how to help, including in emergencies. 

Fairly Important 

Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 

contamination and sedimentation through 

methods such as re-naturalisation, or 

daylighting. 

Not Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

Very 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. 

Not Important 

Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

young people need to be active and 

healthy, they need to engage in sports to 

socialise and promote mental health.  

you need to support our sports such as 

football and basketball, rapidly growing and 

high participation by juniors and youth. 

Tell us why 

 

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? 

221



#  

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Do more in education and medical care. 

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

could pay less? 

Do less unnecessary paid consultation. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

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? 

Other 

 

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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

I 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 

Support 
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we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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 Waitākere 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? 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

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

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do 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? 

I think the green food bin is not helpful and should have an option to waive the fee for 

the families who don’t need this service. 

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

could pay less? 
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I think the government should save the costs on building the cycle lanes. And leave 

more budgets on road maintenance and building new roads for vehicle use. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Terrible traffic. No point to charge congestion fee. 

 

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

To build up better traffic network  

 

 

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

Stop wasting on building the cycle lanes. 

 

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)? 

I don't know 

 

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

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

group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 

to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

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

Rodney 

 

Rodney Local Board Priorities 

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

I support most priorities 

 

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

Deliver new and/or improved playground 

and play spaces in Goodall Reserve, Te 

Hana Reserve, Rautawhiri Park and 

Riverhead War Memorial Park. 

 

Support communities to develop local 

community emergency leadership groups 

and emergency action planning in response 

to the findings of the Emergency Response 
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Assessment study being undertaken in 

2023/2024. 

Provide additional activities and 

programmes for children and young people 

maximising the use of our libraries, halls 

and open spaces, where possible. 

 

Continue to support our local arts centres in 

Helensville and Kumeu and look to extend 

arts experiences to other parts of Rodney. 

 

Continue to support community groups and 

mana whenua to keep our waterways clean 

and healthy and restore biodiversity. 

 

Support the community to minimise waste, 

turn it into resources, and promote 

education on waste reduction. 

 

Develop and refurbish toilet facilities in 

Glasgow Park, Dinning Road Esplanade 

Reserve and Port Albert Recreation 

Reserve. 

 

Develop pathway connections in Green 

Road Park. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

2034? 

 

As our local board area is so large, please tell us where you live so we can better 

understand the views from different communities 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

I am living in Milldale. All the families here are expecting the Water Loo park to be 

completed this year. It’s a very important local project for the community. Don’t stop 

please.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water Do less 

City and local development 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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Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

With limited funds, it is sufficient to maintain road safety. Everything else is not the 

priority nor the most urgent. 

 

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: 

Introduce competitions and events to increase revenue. 

 

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)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Will it affect the airport's operations? 

 

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: 

The city center port should be developed commercially. It is a waste to use the central 

area for shipping. 

 

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) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

I don't know 
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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. 

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, Waitākere 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. 

I don't know 
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Increase the Waitākere 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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 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? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

We don’t need more raised pedestrian crossings, especially before traffic lights - they 

just make traffic worse. 

 

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: 

Went to a festival at North Harbour and it was great!! Needs to be used for more than 

just sports. 

 

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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

I worry about who would take the lease and what their influence would be. 
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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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

I think both are good options. 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

We don’t need more transported by truck. 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

I think there are enough public areas around the waterfront 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

Support 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

I 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

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

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

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 
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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 2024-2034? 

I 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 

community and organisations will know who 

does what, where to get information and 

how to help, including in emergencies. 

Very Important 

Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 

contamination and sedimentation through 

methods such as re-naturalisation, or 

daylighting. 

Fairly Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

I was sick for two weeks and have lost 10kg 

after swimming at one of our local beaches. 

The water quality is just not ok. This needs 

to be a high priority. 

Tell us why 

Needs to be more emphasis on water quality. 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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  

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. 

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, Waitākere 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 Waitākere 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 1c, Auckland Council has a central proposal that recommends 

spending more where it is needed most. Surf Life Saving facilities are a critical 

component of our community. They have served as temporary welfare and community 

centres, as well as civil defence centres during regional emergencies, including during 

the Auckland Anniversary flooding and Cyclone Gabrielle. Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving 

Club volunteers rescued over 70 people in the Auckland Anniversary floods and did so 

operating out of storage shipping containers. 

Our facilities aren’t a nice to have, they are the heart of our service. Allocated funding 

is essential to ensure the continued operation of our clubs and the safety of 

beachgoers. The amount requested is minimal when compared to the benefit it will 

have for the region. 

 

 

Local board priorities 

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

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

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

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

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 
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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 2024-2034? 

Other 

 

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 

community and organisations will know who 

does what, where to get information and 

how to help, including in emergencies. 

Fairly Important 

Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 

contamination and sedimentation through 
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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. 

 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

other shared experiences in our public 

spaces for all. 

 

Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

Finalising the review of the 2015 Mairangi 

Bay Reserve Management plan and 

supporting the Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving 

Club to progress its redevelopment project 

is imperative for the upcoming year.” 

Tell us why 

It should be a priority to deliver the Mairangi Bay Reserve Management Plan outcomes 

within the 10 year period, including a new surf lifesaving club building and associated 

storage, road closure and seawall maintenance.” 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Please help get Mairangi Bay surf club up to a level to prevent loss of lives, gain 

community awesomeness across the wider region
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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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

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

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do 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? 

keep to the core business. 

Fix wastewater pipes - replace old using a planned program. 

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

could pay less? 
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Do not have a limit of $50 per week for public transport. 

Less wasteful spending. Do it right the first time. No new speed bumps. 

No need foe signs to be changed. 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Do not have a limit of $50 per week for public transport. 

 

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

Eastern and Western busway. 

 

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

Do not have a limit of $50 per week for public transport. 

 

 

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

It is an asset that should be used better - concerts. It is there for 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 
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Tell us why: 

The fund can achieve better returns and have flexibility. 

 

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

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

Just get the Port to be more efficient and earn a suitable profit. 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Not sure as the Port could do a better job of using and would the public make a better 

use. There is quite a lot of public area already, how is that going? 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

same as above 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

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. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

Do not support 
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the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

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

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

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

256



#7781 
 

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 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

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

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 
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Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 

contamination and sedimentation through 

methods such as re-naturalisation, or 

daylighting. 

Not Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

other shared experiences in our public 

spaces for all. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community 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 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 lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

Do not 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). 

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, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 

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

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

debt 

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

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? 

Development of the sporting facilities infrastructure especially for indoor facilities. As 

you have let the ball drop, we are not ridiculously short in indoor facilities in the right 

locations, so indoor sports have to travel to hamilton to play. then you invest in the 
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south, with no real plan and no support. its a flipping joke, to get votes. face the real 

facts and implement a proper plan without the politics. 

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

could pay less? 

wasting money on consultants 

incompetent staff 

auckland tataki should not be running stadiums as they are incompetent 

overpaid managers 

managing conflicts of staff for personal gain and political impact eg auckland tataki 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

do not support reduction of cycle ways, the healthiest, fittest least traffic bound cities in 

the world have the most cycle ways. if we cut those plans out we are killing our health 

of us, and our future young people. if we want auckland to be the most liveable city we 

need to plan so it really is. cycle ways is a critical part of this to reduce traffic, carbon 

foorprint, and most importantly health and well being of our people. we are not here to 

look after the pompous fat white man in their cars with car parks downtown. 

 

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

cycle ways , cycle skills training, facilites to move bikes across water, and park in the 

city, like the netherlands etc 

 

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

car parking, auckland tataki 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 
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Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational 

management,Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Remove the biggest burden to the city which is eden park. it would be great if council 

just dropped 10 million a year on north harbour stadium to see if it would become 

successful. Eden park still bleeds more money than any other stadium in the country. 

Since the stadium was under the new management of RFA and Aucklan Tataki it has 

gone down hill. I am not sure if it is the incompetence of the organisations, overpriced 

contractors, but reality it the community has been frozen out of the facilty when it was 

used everyday. it is now over priced, poorly managed and communicated. Reduction of 

events, due to politics, and excuses - looks like deliberate attempt to run the best 

stadium in the country to the ground. this is amazing since it ran the U20 World Cup 

Final, Football world cup qualifiers for nz, All Black Tests, unbelievable world cup rugby 

games, plus massive conference and dinners. Then when mistake made, not repairing 

them, like the hole in the stadium for baseball. people should have been fired over this. 

plus the lies and the politics. it the only stadium in the city accessible in a transport 

hub. has space to be further developed, has cricket ovals, in a growing population with 

a demographic which has access to money. looks like a total manipulation 

management. this has been exacerbated by the politics in recent times, with the chair, 

deputy chair and CE trying to influence the vote. They should be fired as this is totally 

inappropriate behaviour. i don t see and leaders in the community in other sections of 

council or the plan openly trying to manipulate the vote. its an utter disgrace and 

should have an inquiry. Also the conflicts of interest for those people in places of 

power. utter joke and some people need to pay the price. 

 

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: 

dont sell city assets. manage better through tough times. stop hiring incompetent over 

paid people that are part of your club. 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I 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: 

build the stadium on the waterfront, get rid of eden park 

 

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

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

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

Devonport-Takapuna,Hibiscus and Bays,Kaipātiki,Rodney,Upper Harbour 

 

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities 

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

2024/2025? 

I 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 Māori including the restoration and 

improvement of Te Uru Tapu. 

Fairly Important 

Invest in the delivery of key events in our 

town centres to support local businesses 

and showcase our area to visitors and 

locals alike. 

Very Important 

Continue to renew and improve community 

facilities including the playground at Achilles 

Reserve and toilets and changing facilities 

at Becroft Park. 

Very Important 

Continue support of our valued art partners 

who provide a wide range of programmes, 

exhibitions and live productions and 

performances. 

Very Important 

Tell us why 

community is where people get most benefit. centralised decisionmaking and the 

auckland super city is a total failure. we the people have been ripped of by the 

centralisation model 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

very important 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

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

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

I 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. 

Exceptional wise plans. again local clever 

people that know whats best for their 

communities. Well thought out. more 

investment should happen at the 

community level. 

Tell us why 

exceptional. should receive more investment 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

 

Howick Local Board Priorities 

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

 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

2034? 

I support all priorities 
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Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

Very 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 

Very 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 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

Very Important 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

Fairly Important 

274



#7797 
 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

again, local people that know whats best for 

their community. need to support local 

Tell us why 

very good, and aligned to community needs  

 

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

2034? 

 

Rodney Local Board Priorities 

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

I support most priorities 

 

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

Deliver new and/or improved playground 

and play spaces in Goodall Reserve, Te 

Hana Reserve, Rautawhiri Park and 

Riverhead War Memorial Park. 

Very Important 

Support communities to develop local 

community emergency leadership groups 

and emergency action planning in response 

to the findings of the Emergency Response 

Assessment study being undertaken in 

2023/2024. 

Fairly Important 

Provide additional activities and 

programmes for children and young people 

maximising the use of our libraries, halls 

and open spaces, where possible. 

Very Important 

Continue to support our local arts centres in 

Helensville and Kumeu and look to extend 

arts experiences to other parts of Rodney. 

Fairly Important 
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Continue to support community groups and 

mana whenua to keep our waterways clean 

and healthy and restore biodiversity. 

Very Important 

Support the community to minimise waste, 

turn it into resources, and promote 

education on waste reduction. 

Very Important 

Develop and refurbish toilet facilities in 

Glasgow Park, Dinning Road Esplanade 

Reserve and Port Albert Recreation 

Reserve. 

Fairly Important 

Develop pathway connections in Green 

Road Park. 

Very Important 

 

Tell us why 

again planning and utlising opportunities to improve the community. 

 

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

2034? 

very common sense approach to plans and needs which future proof opportunities for 

local communities 

 

As our local board area is so large, please tell us where you live so we can better 

understand the views from different communities 

Not from the Rodney area 

 

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

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Progress with the detailed business case 

for a new multi-purpose library facility in 

Albany. 

Fairly 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. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 

Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Very Important 

Continue to invest in projects that improve 

the environment and address climate 

change including planting trees as outlined 

in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 

Strategy and continuing to support and fund 

volunteer environmental work. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 

Engagement Strategy. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 

Greenways Plan. 

Very Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 

Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Very Important 

 

Tell us why 

the incredible changes in Upper harbour and the diverse community mean local needs 

need to be observed. very clever people working for the benefit of the local community, 

with well thought out plans that future proof the local community 

 

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

2024-2034? 

very good, and very wise 

 

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. 
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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 introduce a targeted rate 

 

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? 

partner with local community and see central auckland funding from the politicians 

supporting their own interests 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

the CCOs need to have more accountability from independent review groups. the 

behaviour of some of their staff, and leaders in governance is unacceptable. plus 

accountability to staff management and the staff bullying that occurs internally and into 

the community is unacceptable. a full scale external independent review is required for 

the value and return on them to the community. what is the value and return on every 

doller for every doller spent and wasted by them. Where is the real accountability.
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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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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 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? 

Fund ferry services, especially the outer gulf service like gulf harbour. Fares should 

also align in same way as inner $50 max daily limit. 

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 speed humps and bike lanes. Stop gold plating stations and bus shelters. Think 

in a pragmatic way.  Like why cant bus shelters just be  more cost effective corrugated 

iron sheds like old days. We need more bus shelters not less extravagant ones. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I support these initiatives but we need the gulf harbour ferry included. 

 

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

Gulf Harbour Ferry 

 

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

Expensive Cycle Ways, gold plated railway stations and bus shelters and Speed 

Humps. abolish Auckland Transport CCO. Governance should be under elected 

Auckland Council electives. 

 

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

We use it 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 
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Tell us why: 

This investment is just supporting a private organisation. They can finance themselves, 

let the market decide auckland airport fate. Council needs to focus on core utilities and 

community responsibilities like water, rubbish and getting people moving around the 

city, i.e. transport to work 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Move the port, and retain land for city revitalisation such as commercial use hotels, 

apartments, bars, shopping and recreation like the viaduct. Aucklander cant wait 

another 35 years for this to happen. 

 

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: 

Any money from the port should be used to invest in planning how we shift the port 

immediately and revitalise the port land. Require both central government and local 

government to make this happen. 

 

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: 

We need the port moved 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: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

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 
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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, Waitākere 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 Waitākere 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? 

Please include the Gulf Harbour ferry service in your costings. This is a must have 

transportation for the eastern end Whangaparāoa peninsular community. 

 

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 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

I 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? 
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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 

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. 

Require to retain the Gulf Harbour ferry and 

Gulf Harbour Country Club green space as 

to current green space zoning. 

Tell us why 

Must include retaining and optimising the Gulf Harbour Ferry Service. To increase this 

service to be more frequent and 7 days a week. The roads are getting so busy people 

are not able to use it to get to work or university education. The ferry is the only 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

debt 

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development 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? 

Protecting the beach water quality critical 

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

could pay less? 

Helping developers  

Social housing should be central government issue 

 

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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

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

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

Support 
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the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 
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Increase the Waitākere 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? 

Developers should be contributing more 

Many of these options benefit people who don’t pay any rates which seems unfair 

Priorities should be beach water quality  

 

 

Local board priorities 

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

Devonport-Takapuna,Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities 

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

2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

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

Progress the detailed business case and 

delivery of a new library and community 

hub in Takapuna. 

Very Important 

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local 

Parks Management Plan that will guide 

Very Important 
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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. 

Not Important 

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and 

Mataawaka to promote projects of interest 

to Māori 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. 

Fairly Important 

Tell us why 

Priority is developing living spaces and clean water 

Then brining in income 

Then cultural identity 

All are important but maintaining an environment where people want to have their kids 

grow up is critical 

Places to go and spend time are more important tha 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 
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Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

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

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

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

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

 

Support the development of community led 

resilience networks in our area, so our 

community and organisations will know who 

does what, where to get information and 

how to help, including in emergencies. 

Very Important 

Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 

contamination and sedimentation through 

methods such as re-naturalisation, or 

daylighting. 

Fairly Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

Fairly 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 2024-2034? 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

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

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

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

could pay less? 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Light rail from north shore 

 

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

Raised traffic slowers, 

 

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)? 

I 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? 

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? 

I 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 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

Support 
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programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I 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, Waitākere 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. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

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

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

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

I 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? 

Fairly Important 

 

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

 

Support the development of community led 

resilience networks in our area, so our 

community and organisations will know who 

does what, where to get information and 

how to help, including in emergencies. 

Fairly Important 

Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 

contamination and sedimentation through 

methods such as re-naturalisation, or 

daylighting. 

Not Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

other shared experiences in our public 

spaces for all. 

Fairly Important 
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Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

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

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

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

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the 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? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 
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Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

Support 
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for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

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, Waitākere 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 Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 

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

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

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

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

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

I 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 2024/2025? 

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 

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. 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do less 

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

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

could pay less? 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

I 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 

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 

Support 
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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. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere 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. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 

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

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

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

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

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 
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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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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? 

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

could pay less? 

Stop spending on cycle ways on main routes they are not cost effective.  

Reduce spending on the 'nice to haves' ; concentrate on the 'must haves' 
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Stop wasting money on speed bumps and raised pedestrian crossings. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Make more use of ferries with conecting bus services. 

 

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

Fast ferries 

 

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

Cycleways 

 

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 stadium was always very successful when under local management. To local 

residents it appears that The Council has deliberately run down its use. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

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

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

The Council needs money 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

Captain Cook and Marsden are not necessary for POAL operations 

 

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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It is mainly used as a car park for offloading car ships.  Unload cars directly to offsite 

locations 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

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, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere 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. 

I 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

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

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

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 
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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 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

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

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 

Not Important 
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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. 

Not Important 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

other shared experiences in our public 

spaces for all. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

"Greenways' should be only within local 

areas.   

The proposal for walkways/cycleways on 

Penlink is a waste of money which should 

be spent on 4 traffic lanes. 

Tell us why 

Too much focus on 'nice to haves' 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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? 

We need a cycleway along the side of the north motorway connecting the city with the 

Albany cycleway. How do we get a better Cycle connection across the Harbour? 

 

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)? 

I 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? 

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? 

I 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 

Support 
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programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

I 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. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere 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. 

I don't know 

 

324



#7842 
 

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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

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

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

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 

325



#7842 
 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

I 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 

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 
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Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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 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? 

 

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

 

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

Support 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere 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. 

I don't know 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

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

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

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

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

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

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

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. 

Not Important 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

other shared experiences in our public 

spaces for all. 

Very Important 
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Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

Re the continuation of activities that 

promote vibrancy, diversity etc. 

Community should do this, not the council.  

Council's responsibility should not extend to 

this., 

Tell us why 

Somewhat agree 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

debt 

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation 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? 

Looking after nature and increasing investment in public transportation,  which also 

aids environmental protection. 

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

could pay less? 
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I think there are too many urban Local Boards, and too few Rural Local Boards. I think 

amalgamation of 2 or 3 urban local boards, to allow for 1-2 extra rural local would 

better serve Auckland. This is especially so in Rodney which could be split into 2 local 

board areas at least, as it is such a large area of Auckland. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Better incentives for car pooling and making public transport cheaper to access with 

help free up the transportation network and help the environment also. If Auckland 

wants to be an international city destination,  it needs to appeal in this regard or it will 

be falling behind the rest of the world and become a less attractive destination, just a 

transit point for NZ- the Picton of the North Island. 

 

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

Rail to Auckland Airport from the city center- again, if Auckland wants to be an 

international city destination, it needs to keep up with the rest of the world. 

 

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

Local Board funding. 21 Local boards is too many. Large administrative expence that 

should be condensed into much fewer urban local boards, and a few more rural local 

boards, but overall, less local boards. 

 

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

Keeping a karge seated stadium in northish Auckland will enable more international 

sporting events to be held in Auckland. Look at how successful the women's football 

world cup was. Also adding a public swimming pool facility there would benefit the 

growing northern community. 
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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: 

 

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

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

group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 

to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

Leasing the port will only result in higher prices for port services. This proposal would 

cost Aucklands more as all supplies, including retailers, would have to pass these 

increased costs onto their customers- it is a counter productive proposal. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 
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Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

Support 
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businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 
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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 2024-2034? 

I 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? 

Fairly Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Support the development of community led 

resilience networks in our area, so our 

community and organisations will know who 

does what, where to get information and 

how to help, including in emergencies. 

Very Important 

Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 

contamination and sedimentation through 

methods such as re-naturalisation, or 

daylighting. 

Fairly Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

Fairly 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 2024-2034? 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do 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? 

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: 

Improving public transport will lead to greater use and bring the benefits desired (eg 

reduce cars emissions etc) 

 

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

Please Do NOT exclude pine harbour and gulf harbour from the proposed fare cap. 

 

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

Dedicated continuous bus lanes for the express services east, west and north shore.  

What’s the point of a bus lane for only part of its route !. 

 

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: 

It’s evident it’s being mismanaged (eg lack of events and to build such a facility in 

future will be more expensive. 

 

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: 

Paying down debt reduces interest payments.  
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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: 

Public benefit and allows people to get closer to the harbour. 

 

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

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

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

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere 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. 

I 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

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

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

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 
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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 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

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

Fairly Important 

 

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

 

Support the development of community led 

resilience networks in our area, so our 

community and organisations will know who 

does what, where to get information and 

how to help, including in emergencies. 

Fairly Important 

Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 

contamination and sedimentation through 

methods such as re-naturalisation, or 

daylighting. 

Very Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

Fairly Important 
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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. 

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 2024-2034? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Please fund parking at the new bus terminal at the Penlink, otherwise local streets will 

become parking lots and it also means someone else has to make a car journey to the 

bus station.  

Please fund the gulf harbour ferry ….
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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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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 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 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? 

Get rid of the idiots that decide removing bins is a good idea. Get rid of thr idiots that 

put a pedestrian crossing every three metres. Get rid of the idiots that have ruined the 
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local road surfaces. GST rid of the idiots that waste time on woke issues (trans, Gaza 

etc). That should save millions in salaries. 

 

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? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 
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Get rid of the port. Upgrade train line to Whangārei 

 

 

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) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

Support 
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increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 
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Increase the Waitākere 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. 

I 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

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

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. 

Not Important 
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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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

other shared experiences in our public 

spaces for all. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

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

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

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: 

A weekly cap must apply to all public transport services including outer harbour ferry 

services like Gulf Harbour. This service has been decimated since COVID and the idea 

of charging a premium for a sub-standard service is outrageous. The primary goal 

must be to restore and then provide better service  (frequency & reliability).  We 

desperately need 7 day service and more frequency throughout the day at a 

reasonable cost. This would greatly alleviate traffic pressures across the peninsula, 

which Penlink will not resolve anyways. This should  lead to increased patronage, 

leading to increased fare revenue. Gulf Harbour fares are already expensive and a 

further increase would discourage patronage and push even more people on the 

peninsula back into cars. Potentially charging for parking at the Hibiscus coast station 

is also a terrible idea, when there is no fast bus connection from Army Bay to the park 

and ride. Connector bus services are much slower and less convenient. It takes almost 

an hour on the bus to just get to the park and ride, late afternoon connections back are 

also terrible and really increase overall travel time. Significant travel times must be 

recognised when contemplating charges for parking. 

 

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)? 

I don't know 
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Tell us why: 

 

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

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

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? 

I 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) 

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). 

I 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. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

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

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

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

 

359



#7898 
 

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 2024-2034? 

I 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 

community and organisations will know who 

does what, where to get information and 

how to help, including in emergencies. 

Very Important 

Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 

contamination and sedimentation through 

methods such as re-naturalisation, or 

daylighting. 

Fairly Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

Very Important 
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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. 

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 

Auckland Transport must retain the Gulf Harbour Ferry route to enable an integrated 

transport system. The service has been decimated since COVID and disestablishing 

will have wide reaching impacts on the immediate community but also traffic 

congestion on 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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 more 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Clean public toilets, emptied rubbish bins to keep litter off streets as well as reducing 

pests 

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

could pay less? 
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General rubbish bins could even go 3 weekly if everyone recycles properly 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Public transportation needs to be simpler to travel on, better routes etc 

 

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

Crime reduction, cctv at constellation bus depot where there is crime and asb 

 

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

Arts 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Never seems to be open, not sure what goes on 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)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Don't know enough about it 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I 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? 

I 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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

I 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 

I don't know 
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increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

I 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. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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. 

I don't know 
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Increase the Waitākere 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. 

I 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? 

Pls leave the bins as pay as you go, I don't put mine out unless full, every maybe 3 

weeks 

 

Local board priorities 

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

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

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

Not Important 

 

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

 

Support the development of community led 

resilience networks in our area, so our 

community and organisations will know who 

does what, where to get information and 

how to help, including in emergencies. 

Fairly Important 

Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 

contamination and sedimentation through 

Fairly Important 
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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. 

Fairly 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 2024-2034? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Basic services should be covered but costs kept as low as possible, we are all feeling 

the pinch and costs can be saved.
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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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

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

could pay less? 

Completely cut the $430M for lower cost cycleways. This is a huge figure for 

something that is hardly used by Aucklanders. Cycleways could potentially started up 

in the future when we have more money. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Makes sense except cycleways 

 

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

 

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

Completely cut the $430M for lower cost cycleways. This is a huge figure for 

something that is hardly used by Aucklanders. Cycleways could potentially started up 

in the future when we have more money. 

 

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

As Auckland grows, especially in the north, the stadium is likely to become more used. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Other 

369



#7919 
 

 

Tell us here: 

The Port is a strategic asset to NZ. I am concerned if we lease the port and the 

company is unable to make the money it has invested it could leave the asset to rot 

(similar to what happened to Waiwera). I would support lease as long as there was a 

clause that allowed council to regain control in the event of poor management reducing 

the flow or extreme pricing of containers through the port. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Rates expenses are too high we need to get this under control. 

 

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

Tell us here: 

Makes sense 

 

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

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

We need to get costs under control. Any additional cost is something that has to be 

funded by rate payers. 

 

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

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

We need to get costs under control. Any additional cost is something that has to be 

funded by rate payers. 

 

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. 

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, Waitākere 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 

371



#7919 
 

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. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

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

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 

Fairly Important 
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does what, where to get information and 

how to help, including in emergencies. 

Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 

contamination and sedimentation through 

methods such as re-naturalisation, or 

daylighting. 

Not Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

Not Important 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

other shared experiences in our public 

spaces for all. 

Not 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 2024-2034? 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Redevelop the stadium to make it multi purpose and have a diverse group of people to 

manage it - diverse in interests and community associations 

 

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: 

Stop selling the family silver 

 

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

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and 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 POA should be highly profitable k- if well managed. 
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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: 

A difficult but we must invest in the future of this city 

 

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

Tell us here: 

N/A 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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 

Support 
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increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 
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Increase the Waitākere 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? 

N/A 

 

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 2024/2025? 

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

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 
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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 2024-2034? 

I 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 

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 

Fairly Important 
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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. 

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 

N/A 

 

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? 

N/A
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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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

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

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support 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,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

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 

Support 
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for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere 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. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 

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

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

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

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

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

I support all priorities 

385



#7967 
 

 

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 

community and organisations will know who 

does what, where to get information and 

how to help, including in emergencies. 

Very Important 

Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 

contamination and sedimentation through 

methods such as re-naturalisation, or 

daylighting. 

Fairly Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

Fairly 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. 

Fitness, safety, environment first 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

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

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport Do less 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation 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? 

More development in local areas where people live. 

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

could pay less? 
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A lot less raised Pedestrian  crossings. The number we have in our small area where I 

live is a Joke. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

There has to be a balance between public transport users and those who cannot get to 

work or recreation using public transport. Thought has to be for both groups. 

 

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

Local parks and green spaces. 

 

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

Traffic management, raised pedestrian crossings, cycleways on roads ( these are just 

dangerous) 

 

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

Auckland council has mismanaged this centre, this needs to go back to private 

management, so North Shore People have events and sporting events in Their area 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 
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Tell us why: 

Necessary for future proofing our city 

 

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: 

This needs to be owned by the people of Auckland to secure our future needs. 

 

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: 

As above 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

This could be a valuable asset for everyone to enjoy. Not just cars. 
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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: 

As above 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

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. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere 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. 

I 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

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

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

I 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? 

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 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

other shared experiences in our public 

spaces for all. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

 

Tell us why 

Sound good, but will they happen? 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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  

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, Waitākere 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 Waitākere 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 

 

398



#8004 
 

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

·         With regard to Question 1c, Auckland Council has a central proposal that 

recommends spending more where it is needed most. Surf Life Saving facilities are a 

critical component of our community. They have served as temporary welfare and 

community centres, as well as civil defence centres during regional emergencies, 

including during the Auckland Anniversary flooding and Cyclone Gabrielle. Mairangi 

Bay Surf Lifesaving Club volunteers rescued over 70 people in the Auckland 

Anniversary floods and did so operating out of storage shipping containers. 

·         Our facilities aren’t a nice to have, they are the heart of our service. Allocated 

funding is essential to ensure the continued operation of our clubs and the safety of 

beachgoers. The amount requested is minimal when compared to the benefit it will 

have for the region. 

 

Local board priorities 

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

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

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

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

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 
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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 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

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

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 

Very Important 
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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. 

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. 

“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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

debt 

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community 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? 

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 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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. 

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. 

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. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere 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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

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

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do 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? 

Negotiate a deal with one power provider to Auckland city that would reduce power 

costs for most consumers and allow ratepayers to use savings from this to help in 

paying increased rates. 

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 provision and development  of sporting  facilities locally  

 but work with private providers to develop large  key hubs throughout the city 

accessible by public transport. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

People will do what is convenient and easy. However it must also be safe and 

comfortable so personal security is important. Reliability of timetables is also key. 

 

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

1. Security. 2 Heavy rail from central Auckland to the west coast, to the airport ,and 

south  and to the North in some capacity. 

 

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

I think get our main high use roads upgraded first and reduce spend on periphery 

roads with less traffic. 

 

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

I think we need new thinking here. The North is a high growth area and we will need a 

Northern hub for the future. How do we in the meantime utilize this space for other 

things other than sport. Business-concerts -shows- meetings Busway direct from the 

stadium to central Auckland ? 
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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: 

Potential to create income stream ongoing to reduce pressure on rate payers. We are 

not signing away the rights to the port land. By back shares of the airport with fund 

money if the asset performs. 

 

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 have a shortfall now and we need to address these infrastructure problems now ( 

they have been neglected over many years by successive councils and government)  

but the impact on rates will be severe in the short term if we do not find alternative 

funding sources. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

We need to generate alternative funding streams outside of continuous rating hikes. 

 

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

Tell us here: 
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We need to have ongoing engagement with the Minister for Auckland to establish how 

they can assist in  the ongoing infrastructure costs such as second crossing of the 

Waitemata, rail development, state Highway 1 development and diverting more of the 

percentage petrol tax paid by Aucklanders to Auckland roads by percentage to reflect 

of what we are currently  contributing. Too much is being diverted to roads outside of 

Auckland. 

 

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: 

Devaluation of the Port offering to private companies. 

 

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: 

By delaying make it more attractive to private lessee but gain area in the future when 

we have more development money. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

Support 
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we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere 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? 

No 

 

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 2024/2025? 

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

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

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

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. 

Fairly Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

other shared experiences in our public 

spaces for all. 

Fairly Important 
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Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

I would far more have renewing 

infrastructure and maintenance of this as 

priority. There is a lot of older areas that 

need work not to mention maintenance of 

streets to prevent flooding. 

Tell us why 

 

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? 

414



#  

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

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 lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

Do not support 
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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.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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 Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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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 2024/2025? 

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

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 
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Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

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

Not Important 

 

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

 

Support the development of community led 

resilience networks in our area, so our 

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. 

Not Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

Not Important 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

other shared experiences in our public 

spaces for all. 

Not Important 

Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

 

Tell us why 
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Nothing exciting 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

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

could pay less? 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

North Shore needs a stadium. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

Do not 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). 

I 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. 

I 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, Waitākere 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. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere 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. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 

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

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

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

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

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

I do not support most priorities 
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Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

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

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. 

Not 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. 

Not Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

Not Important 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

other shared experiences in our public 

spaces for all. 

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 
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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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community 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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Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Because we do not need roads chip sealed - noisy, and we do not need more 

pedestrian crossings- we have too many 

 

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: 

Becuase it used to be run well and now it’s a white elephant 

 

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)? 

I 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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Because a private company would run it better and be more accountable than council 

 

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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

I 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. 

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, Waitākere 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. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere 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 

I 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

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

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

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 
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Tell us why 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

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

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. 

Fairly Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

Very Important 
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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. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport  

Water  

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

you probably dont need to do less but have LESS PEOPLE just hanging about  

NO LOOKERS ON WHICH WE SEE ALOT OF WHEN OUT AND ABOUT IN 

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

could pay less? 

Yes its not council business to arrange and pay for any sporting or entertainment 

events in the city 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

again so many workers just hanging about  , get them to work their 8 hours for their 

pay 

 

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

NO 

 

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

YES WAGES FOR THOSE LOOKERS ON 

 

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

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Needs more usage  so why so underused , must be BAD management !! 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Other 
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Tell us why: 

yes i think the fund is a good idea to get good returns for the city from their assets   

JUST MAKE SURE YOU HAVE VERY COMPETENT MANAGEMENT 

 

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: 

well the PORT has been a very very poor earner for the council under its Present ? 

Past management  LOOK AT TAURANGA 

 

 

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: 

Because councils when they see one dollar they think they can SPEND TWO 

DOLLARS 

 

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: 

there must be a better use for the wharves than A CAR PARK 

 

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: 

well i think someone could better utilise this space 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

Do not support 
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We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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 Waitākere 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? 

YES JUST SPEND OUR MONEY WISELY  NOT WASTEFULLY   

I thought this was why we voted in Mayor Brown !! Not again unless his actions 

improve dramatically 

 

Local board priorities 

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

Hibiscus and Bays 
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Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

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

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

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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 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? 

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? 

raised ped crossings 

 

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)? 

I 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? 

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? 

I 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. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

Support 
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we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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. 

Other 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

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

Devonport-Takapuna,Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities 

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

2024/2025? 

I 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. 

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 Māori 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 
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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? 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

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

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

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 
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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 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

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

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. 

Fairly Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

Very 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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

449



#  

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

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

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

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

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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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 a valuable asset to the north of the  Auckland region and in my view has been 

poorly managed.  Many very successful events were held at the venue prior to 

management being handed over to Council. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

This a great idea provided the fund is adequately protected from future Councils who 

may choose to plunder it for less than satisfactory purposes. 

 

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: 

Council is not an efficient port operator. 

 

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: 

Maximise revenue from lease of the port whilst still providing for more amenity on the 

Auckland waterfront. 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

AS above 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

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, Waitākere 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. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays,Upper Harbour 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

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

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

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 
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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 2024-2034? 

I 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 

community and organisations will know who 

does what, where to get information and 

how to help, including in emergencies. 

Fairly Important 

Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 

contamination and sedimentation through 

methods such as re-naturalisation, or 

daylighting. 

Fairly Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

Fairly Important 
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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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

 

Tell us why 

great 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

 

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

I 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. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 

Ethnic Peoples Plan. 

Fairly Important 
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Continue to invest in projects that improve 

the environment and address climate 

change including planting trees as outlined 

in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere 

Strategy and continuing to support and fund 

volunteer environmental work. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 

Engagement Strategy. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 

Greenways Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour 

Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment. 

Fairly Important 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

2024-2034? 

great 

 

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? 

None of the above 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do 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? 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

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

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 

to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

Support 
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we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

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, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays,Rodney 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

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

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

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

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

Not Important 

 

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

 

Support the development of community led 

resilience networks in our area, so our 

community and organisations will know who 

does what, where to get information and 

how to help, including in emergencies. 

Fairly Important 

Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 

contamination and sedimentation through 

methods such as re-naturalisation, or 

daylighting. 

Fairly Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

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. 

Fairly Important 
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Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

 

Rodney Local Board Priorities 

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

I support most priorities 

 

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

Deliver new and/or improved playground 

and play spaces in Goodall Reserve, Te 

Hana Reserve, Rautawhiri Park and 

Riverhead War Memorial Park. 

Not Important 

Support communities to develop local 

community emergency leadership groups 

and emergency action planning in response 

to the findings of the Emergency Response 

Assessment study being undertaken in 

2023/2024. 

Fairly Important 

Provide additional activities and 

programmes for children and young people 

maximising the use of our libraries, halls 

and open spaces, where possible. 

Not Important 

Continue to support our local arts centres in 

Helensville and Kumeu and look to extend 

arts experiences to other parts of Rodney. 

Not Important 
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Continue to support community groups and 

mana whenua to keep our waterways clean 

and healthy and restore biodiversity. 

Fairly Important 

Support the community to minimise waste, 

turn it into resources, and promote 

education on waste reduction. 

Very Important 

Develop and refurbish toilet facilities in 

Glasgow Park, Dinning Road Esplanade 

Reserve and Port Albert Recreation 

Reserve. 

Not Important 

Develop pathway connections in Green 

Road Park. 

Not Important 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

2034? 

 

As our local board area is so large, please tell us where you live so we can better 

understand the views from different communities 

Silverdale (Rodney End) 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

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

could pay less? 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

Support 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

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

Devonport-Takapuna,Hibiscus and Bays,Howick 

 

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities 

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

2024/2025? 

I 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. 

 

Implement priority actions from the 

Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan. 

 

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and 

Mataawaka to promote projects of interest 

to Māori 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. 
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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 2024-2034? 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

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

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

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 
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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 2024-2034? 

I 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? 

 

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. 

 

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. 
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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. 

 

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 2024-2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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? 

I think libraries should be looked at closely. They take up a lot of space and are not 

utilised as much any more as most people can do more and better research on a topic 
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just from a smart phone. The real estate savings could be used elsewhere by the 

Council. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I dont support paying for parking at park and ride. It is a great benefit for early 

commuters to get a free park and then on the bus.  I have driven to the CBD for 30 

years and for the last 4 months used Albany park and ride. Wish Id done it earlier in 

my working life. If I have to pay to park I will be back in the car as I have an option for 

parking in the city as do many people I know who have made the move to Public 

Transport.  Council should focus on the congestion charges and provide more free 

parking at park and rides to get more people like me out of their cars. 

 

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

As above - provide more free Park and ride space and get cars off the road. Consider 

converting some of the parking around Hooten reserve to Albany bus station parking 

and build an  over-bridge over Oteha Valley Road to connect to the existing car park. 

Also make the Oteha Valley Rd exit better when leaving the existing car park 

(providing a right turn option) 

 

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: 

I understood the facility ran ok and was reasonably well utilised under the North 

Harbour Trust Board. Perhaps try Option 3 first for 2-3 years and then review again. It 

seems such a waste that an amazing facility completed only in 1997 could be 

considered for the scrap heap.  Perhaps some investment in the seating removed for 
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the ill fated Baseball venture should also be considered. As a compromise perhaps the 

council could lease out the number two ground for commercial activity. 

 

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: 

In all honesty it probably takes away the whole controversy around selling the AIAL 

shares.  This way we can see a fund that will include other funding as well so not just 

AIAL shares and there will be a clear purpose behind the funding. 

 

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

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

This seems to make sense from a cashflow perspective and the upfront payment will 

be useful. Perhaps the council could consider paying done some debt with the 

payment and not transfer all of it to the Future Fund? 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Couldn't it be split to the Future fund and Council Services? 

 

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

I think Council should retain ownership of the Port Land to generate ongoing revenue 

into the future. 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

It makes sense in Principle but perhaps Council has to be careful how this goes. 

Wynyard quarter could suffer if Captain Cook and Marsden become the place to go for 

entertainment /commercial activities.  It could be a win for the Captain Cook and 

Marsden 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

I don't see the benefit of changing this as the Bledisloe wharf would have been 

upgraded to pick up Marsden and Captain Cook wharf activities under the proposal. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

Support 
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we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere 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. 

I don't know 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

I agree that there should be increases for user pays activities (except park and ride 

parking -that should stay free!) in line with inflation. 

 

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 2024/2025? 

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

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

I 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? 

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. 

Not Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

Not Important 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

other shared experiences in our public 

spaces for all. 

Fairly Important 
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Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

 

Tell us why 

Glenvar Road/Vaughans Road/Okura River Road must be priorities. The new Long 

Bay Development has put a lot of additional pressure on the environment and 

infrastructure and upgrading Vaughans/Okura River Road will take pressure off roads 

around Torbay/Long 

 

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? 

Nothing to add
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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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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. 

483



#8170 
 

·         Without fit-for-purpose facilities that people enjoy visiting, the Auckland region 

risks losing the volunteers who provide the service, spelling the end of more than a 

hundred years of vigilance on our beaches. 

·         We therefore request that Auckland Council allocates $8.02 million in funding 

within the Long Term Plan specifically earmarked for the rebuilds and ongoing 

maintenance of surf lifesaving club facilities, as per Surf Lifesaving Northern Region’s 

Surf 10:20 Capital Development proposal. 

·         Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving Club has existed in its current location for 70 

years. The current membership comprises ~150 active lifeguards, over 500 Junior Surf 

children aged 6-14yrs and a further ~600 associate members. The building is well past 

its useful life and can no longer adequately cater for its membership and activities. A 

new building is therefore imperative to continue being able to serve the membership 

and community. 

 

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

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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 Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

 

486



#8170 
 

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? 

·         Surf lifesaving clubs play a vital role in our community, providing essential 

services to keep our beaches safe. However, many of these facilities are reaching end-

of-life and are in need of replacement. Without adequate funding, our clubs will 

struggle to continue their lifesaving work effectively. 

·         Without fit-for-purpose facilities that people enjoy visiting, the Auckland region 

risks losing the volunteers who provide the service, spelling the end of more than a 

hundred years of vigilance on our beaches. 

·         We therefore request that Auckland Council allocates $8.02 million in funding 

within the 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. 

 

 

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 2024/2025? 
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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 2024-2034? 

Other 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

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

Fairly Important 

 

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

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. 

Not Important 

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? 
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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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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 Do less 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do less 

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Much more money than proposed is needed for infrastructure backlog works.  

Clearly, we need much more money for infrastructure renewals and upgrading.  I 

support the pay more option but strongly suggest a “pay even more” option for key 

infrastructure.   
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Council previous popular, rather than good, fiscal decisions to keep rate rises lower 

than required have led us to our present situation and we should not continue this 

process. 

My mokopuna (generation Z) are now faced with paying for fundamental infrastructure 

upgrading and renewals that should have been paid for by previous generations.   It is 

grossly unfair that they should have to pay for loans for works that should have been 

fully funded by previous generations such as baby boomers and generation Xers.  My 

mokopuna’s generation have enough fiscal challenges saving for a deposit for their 

first home.   

For this reason, I see rate funding for infrastructure catch-up work, rather than loans, 

being the only fair way to fund the backlog of infrastructure work.  Most home owning 

baby boomers and generation Xers should be able to easily afford it.   

Auckland, like many other Councils, have historically dropped the ball on asset 

renewal and upgrading programs which should have been largely paid for by past and 

present mostly asset rich generations, like Baby Boomers and Generation Xers. 

This approach is consistent with the principles of economic intergenerational equity 

where each generation should pay for a fair and just share of their community’s 

infrastructure.  For new assets, this would often include paying off long term loans, for 

older assets well past their optimal renewal dates.  Future generations should not have 

to pay for this work.   

More funds to address identified people issues associated with the 6 Outcomes sought 

from the Auckland Plan 2050, 

The Auckland Plan 2050 (2018) described the 6 Outcomes, 20 Strategic directions and 

37 Focus areas targeted for Auckland by 2050.  The 2023 review of the Auckland Plan 

2050 document identified that we are going backwards in most of the Strategic 

directions, particularly those related to individual wellbeing and trust.  These are further 

identified and discussed under 6B below. 

Accordingly, I would want to see Council spending much more money addressing the 

many significant “people issues” raised in the above review.  There is little in the 

discussion document about the funding required for this important issue. 

Back to basics approach 

I fully agree with getting back to basics approach driven by outcomes and would be 

prepared to pay much more for bringing the horizontal infrastructure up to scratch, 

particularly the three water services and transportation networks.   This includes 

delivering on the Outcomes from the Resilient Auckland 2016-2021 CDEM document, 

or an updated version of it. 
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This would require the Council to take back control of its CCOs and their outcomes, 

and to adopt a focus on outcomes within Council, rather than processes, as stated on 

Page 18 “Ultimately this LTP is about Auckland and Aucklanders, and council 

delivering outcomes for our region. An outcome focused approach to investment is 

included to deliver on our priorities”.   

I see this as a paradigm shift from previous Council planning and funding approaches 

which have got Auckland infrastructure and its culture to where it is today despite the 

intention of the LG Act 2002, intended to prevent this situation from happening.  

Accordingly, I endorse the mayor’s comments and the principles in part 1 

Urgent need to fund a Marine Strategy 

I would also see the urgent reinstatement of the funds for development of a Marine 

Strategy to allow ordinary Aucklanders the ability to access e.g. the Hauraki Gulf and 

its beaches.  Access is becoming increasingly difficult with parking at a premium and 

the issues caused by (e.g.)  the invasive exotic seaweed Caulerpa, as mentioned in 

the mayor’s introduction, having put significant areas of the Hauraki gulf out of bounds 

over the last summer. 

The management of our marine environment being a priority as presently it is 

managed by too many separate organisations often with conflicting strategies.  E.g. 

the Fisheries Act resource utilisation objectives which reportedly are directly in conflict 

with the objectives of the Hauraki Marine Park Act.   

Without a comprehensive Marine Strategy, future generations of marine users will not 

have the same opportunity to access the marine environment that past generations 

have had, unless they are affluent.  This includes beach goers, wind surfers, boat 

owners, fishermen, etc.   

 

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

could pay less? 

 

Because of the current fiscal situation, I would like to see Council spend significantly 

less on libraries, administration and activities that add no real value for most ordinary 

Aucklanders.   

Council needs to adopt the suggested back to basics approach and revert to making 

good rather than popular decisions. 

How does Council know what its ordinary customer’s think are the priority services?   
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It is hard to have an objective opinion without knowing how much money is spent on 

the key activities. 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

The proposal needs to be more driven by the outcomes Aucklanders seek rather that 

the “internal” performance measures suggested on P 33 which are important for 

management but meaningless to customers.   

Completing projects is process based thinking.  Completing projects and having (e.g.) 

improved efficiency or safety outcomes with performance measures to demonstrate 

the achievement of the intended project benefits, is outcome-based thinking. 

Basically, travellers want an efficient journey, a safe journey and an enjoyable journey 

by PT, car, etc.   The current issue for many is that journey times are too long, often 

unreliable and journey times increasing. 

E.g. I regularly travel by PT and private car and what is important as an outcome is the 

reliability of my regular journey times from Whangaparaoa Road to Queen Street.  My 

expectation is that when Penlink is completed, my reduced journey times by PT and 

car at peak times, as used to justify the construction of the project, will be realised.  

KiwiRail needs more money. 

Given the many recent planned and unplanned disruptions to train services, I don’t 

support the delaying of KiwiRail’s maintenance costs.   KiwiRail issues impact heavily 

of Auckland's PT users. 

 

 

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

Developing better customer outcome-based performance measures for transportation 

including a common customer request centre and response performance measures for 

Council and AT (and Watercare). 
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Introducing a system for managing the unnecessary disruption to the travelling public 

caused by temporary traffic management by council's construction activities and utility 

providers.   Introducing charges to third parties will only be passed onto their 

customers.  It would be far better for those disrupting traffic by necessary infrastructure 

works to by strongly guided in their street opening notices by Council in respect to the 

installation and monitoring of their traffic management systems.    

 

 

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

Raised crossings 

 

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

The stadium should be a prime asset for Council and under almost no circumstances 

should it its land area be reduced to pay for the $33m be “essential renewals” of the 

stadium.  The funding of these works should have been allowed for as prudent 

financial management over past years.   (e.g. by funded depreciation to cover such 

renewal activities.) 

Accordingly based on the limited information provided, and having been a past regular 

user of the stadium, I support a change in its management and possible 

redevelopment and hope that the new management team will have the financial  and 

entrepreneurial skills necessary to both manage whatever assets the redevelopment 

will have an understanding that assets do not last forever and the costs of their 

renewals will need to be allowed for in their long term budgeting. 

 

 

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: 

This is a complicated matter to have an opinion on for most people including myself. 

A paradigm shift is needed in Council’s fiscal planning thinking, which got us to where 

it is today, to ensure that my mokopuna and their yet unborn children will not be paying 

excessively for the past Council’s past underinvestment in community infrastructure.  

The proposal, providing the right people with the right skills are on the board, would 

enable the necessary paradigm shift to happen and seem a no brainer.   

I understand that Mayor Brown supports the proposal and based on what he has done 

or tried to do since becoming mayor, ,I support the proposal.  I.e. I trust his judgement 

and opinion.   

Managing future cash flows to ensure the affordability of housing for future 

Aucklanders and meeting the six specific or implied Outcomes of the Auckland Plan 

2050 should be a priority for the future Auckland Fund.  This would seem to be a 

significant issue needing to be addressed by people with the required financial literacy 

skills.  

 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

The discussion on the port is mostly focused on the financial issues and not the other 

current and equally important (e.g.) Hauraki Gulf issues which Council needs to take a 

lead role in addressing and are not mentioned.   

Specifically these include but not limited to: 

1. The ability ferries to maintain their timetables due to cruise ship activities and 

frustrating PT users (“Close to 100 ferry sailings were cancelled or delayed in the city 

in December, due to cruise ships arriving or departing Princess Wharf” NZ Herald 15 

Jan 2024).   

Will the proposed option and the intended greater use of ferries and other PT services 

be adversely or negatively impacted by the recommended options? 

2. The ability of cruise ships to come to Auckland and (presumably) making 

significant contributions to Auckland’s economy. 
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3. The lack of a holistic coordinated Marine Users Strategy which could set out 

the principles of ensuring access to the Auckland marine environment for all 

Aucklanders and social and economic activities.   

This would include a holistic strategic vision for the Hauraki Gulf, which would include 

visions for the port, cruise ship operation, current and future access for ordinary 

Aucklanders to the Gulf and its beaches, addressing the current poor environmental 

health of the local waters, including management of highly invasive pest seaweed 

species and addressing the increasing bad behaviour at beaches. 

A key consideration would be future location(s) for the Ports of Auckland 

4. Etc 

The recommended option sounds like a good way to address an adverse financial 

sustainability situation, but it needs to look at the bigger picture and particularly how it 

aligns with the 6 Outcomes, 20 Directions and the 37 Focus Areas of the Auckland 

Plan 2050.   

What is urgently needed is a Marine Users Strategy covering the activities of all those 

who have an interest in the Marine environment, especially the Hauraki Gulf. 

 

 

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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 
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Council is not looking at the big picture of the Hauraki Gulf. 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Council is not looking at the big picture of the Hauraki Gulf. 

 

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). 

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

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere 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. 

I 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? 

ALL AREAS 

BACKLOG HOROZONTAL INFRASTRUCTURE WORK SHOULD BE PAID FOR BY 

RATES NOT LOANS 

It is morally wrong to expect future generations to be expected to pay for the 

shortcomings of present and past generations in respect to providing sustainable 

infrastructure.   

Present generations, particularly baby boomers and generation Xers, should have paid 

for this work in their rates and are mostly very asset rich with many owning one or 

more houses and the average house price being around $1.2m. 

For most of these people including myself, the additional costs of a few thousand 

dollars a year will be small change when compared to young people in their 20s, like 

my mokopuna, who are struggling to get their first step on the housing ladder as 

Auckland becomes further divided into the “rich and poor” as mentioned above. 
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The funding for the backlog of work should be rate funded until the backlog has caught 

up.  There are also other mechanisms available to Council to avoid future generations 

having to pay for the catch-up work, where this will be a burden for existing 

homeowners. 

It is pointless relitigating past council decisions that have led to the present three 

waters and transportation situations, and we should revert to good decision-making 

processes rather than popular ones. 

THERE IS NO EFFECTIVE LINKAGE TO THE AUCKLAND PLAN 2050 

The consultation document should be, but is not, driven by the Auckland Plan 2050 

and on delivering its 6 Outcomes, 20 Strategic directions and 37 Focus areas.  The 

significant major issues identified in council’s “2023 Update of the Auckland Plan 2050” 

should be linked to, and a key driver of the consultation document as they require 

additional effort and resources/money to be directed to those identified areas.   

E.G. The first statement/purpose of the Council’s 2022/23 annual report talks about 

”how we contributed to the Auckland Plan outcomes”.   This LTP consultation 

document decision making process should adopt a similar approach noting the serious 

issues of the 2023 Auckland Plan update. 

Specifically, the document should address the key issue facing Auckland as on page 

20 of the Auckland Plan 2050 – “Two Speed Auckland” as amplified in the 2023 review 

of performance.  Specifically, this includes reducing what the Auckland Plan describes 

as “the divide between the rich and the poor”.  This will presumably require money to 

address. 

All Council decisions should be aligned with, and linked to, the Auckland Plan 2050.  

Failure to link expenditure to the Outcomes covered in the Plan and its three-year 

review, make the Auckland Plan a pointless document. 

 

 

Local board priorities 

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

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

See 6B response
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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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

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

I don’t know 

 

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? 

I am drawn to comments as I have been staggered at the lack of investment in 

Mairangi Bay SLS Club facilities.  Drowning rates in NZ are the worst in the world, and 

it is clear that 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 
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SMS clubs will struggle to continue their lifesaving work effectively - this is the situation 

right now with Mairangi Bay - a massive provider of Surf Life savers to the AUckland 

region.  

·         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? 

I 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? 

I don't know 
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Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

I 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? 

I 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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 
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5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I 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. 

 

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, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

 

504



#8191 
 

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 Waitākere 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? 

With regard to Question 1c, Auckland Council has a central proposal that recommends 

spending more where it is needed most. Surf Life Saving facilities are a critical 

component of our community. They have served as temporary welfare and community 

centres, as well as civil defence centres during regional emergencies, including during 

the Auckland Anniversary flooding and Cyclone Gabrielle. Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving 

Club volunteers rescued over 70 people in the Auckland Anniversary floods and did so 

operating out of storage shipping containers. 

·         Our facilities aren’t a nice to have, they are the heart of our service. Allocated 

funding is essential to ensure the continued operation of our clubs and the safety of 

beachgoers. The amount requested is minimal when compared to the benefit it will 

have for the region. 

 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 

Further comments in support of SLS in Auckland. 

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. 

·        

It should be a priority to deliver the Mairangi Bay Reserve Management Plan outcomes 

within the 10 year period, including a new surf lifesaving club building and associated 

storage, road closure and seawall maintenance. 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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? 

Better roads and transport services 

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

could pay less? 

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

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I agree we need better services like busses. I agree to spend less on cycleways 

because no one uses them and it’s a waste of money. 

 

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

Busses and transport 

 

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

Cycleways 

 

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: 

We need that stadium for the North Shore community. It’s the only stadium we have 

and we use it for rugby. 

 

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)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 

group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 

to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

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: 

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. 

 

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? 

509



#8194 
 

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. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

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, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

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

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

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 
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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 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

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

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. 

Fairly Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

Not Important 
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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. 

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. 

We need good transport in the bays. 

Tell us why 

Good, we need to keep our beaches clean. 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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 town centre improvements, more bike lanes, more buses, more options to get 

around (something other than cars) more walkable streets, better/safer bike 

connections, more safe and secure (locky docks) at bus stations and everywhere 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

i am ok if you reduce rubbish collection to every secound week -as long as this come 

with waste minimisation, such as better compost/recyling. and options for people to 

drop off 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Its great so support more frequent buses. It would be amazing to be able to safety bike 

to more places.  

Bike lanes have such great return on investment, are good for health reasons, help 

fight climate change, and resiliant. 

 

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

BIKE LANES - more of these, it should be the default that i can bike somewhere safely.  

More safer speed zones 

 

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

less on widening roads - instead spend that money on giving people options to get 

around 

Dont bother with a dedicated bike ferry- this is not a viable alternative - liberate a lane 

on the bridge instead 

 

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 
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This could be a great asset for the community - link it up better to the bus station - 

have more 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)? 

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

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

It is a great idea to have more revenue for the council that is not reliant on rates. It is of 

benefit to aucklanders to have shares in this 

 

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

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

group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 

to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

its would be nice to have more public access and use of this prime realestate 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Council services are very important 

 

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: 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

as long as there is still enough space for the port to operate safely - we also need to 

get things in and out - and dont want more trucks on our roads 

 

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 

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. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere 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? 

Reduce the need to consult on minor improvements to bus timetables 

 

Local board priorities 

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

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

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

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

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

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

Please make it so that we have more 

options to get around our area - bikes, 

buses and walking all need more 

investments 

Tell us why 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 
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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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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 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? 

Cycleways for transport 

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

could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I support making public transport faster, more reliable and easier to use, but want to 

see more cycleways as an alternative 

 

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

Cycleways 

 

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

 

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

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

It exists, it's close enough to the bus network, it should be used more PROVIDED 

there are enough events needing a stadium. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

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

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

Council should have a stake in the way the Port and Airport operate.  Especially so 

better rail connections to both can be negotiated.  Both are income generating so 

should be retained. 

523



#8198 
 

 

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: 

Retain assets 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

The port needs more space, keeps more trucks off the road.  There is enough good 

public space at Silo Park, Wynyard and Quay Street Waterfront 

 

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

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

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
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increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere 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? 

Rates funded refuse collection will discourage waste minimisation.  Pay as you throw 

makes people more aware. 

 

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 2024/2025? 

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

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 
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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 2024-2034? 

I 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? 

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 

Not Important 
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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. 

Not Important 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

other shared experiences in our public 

spaces for all. 

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 

Protect environment, build more connected cycleways and public transport 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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 As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

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? 

Stop funding Ethnic & Gender based parades and/or festivals.  

Stop producing 77 page proposals. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Use 10 seater buses or vans for feeder routes outside of rush hours. 

Turn on the Dynamic Lane inbound on Whangaparaoa Rd at 2.30 or 3pm. 

 

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

Expand the Gulf Harbour ferry to cover weekends, 

Security or bus inspectors on outer routes. 

 

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: 

Since we do not know how the surrounds of the stadium are used, apart from use by 

our Football community, this is an incomplete question. How is the Stadium operated? 

Are they able or allowed to look for outside business? 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 
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Do you want to lose control of the gateway to our city? One presumes we currently 

have some say in its management. 

What are the shares worth? 

 

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: 

Since it is operating at a profit, or should be, then those profits are available to fund 

initiatives and ACC can control how the land, wharves etc are used. 

 

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: 

Like our puia maunga, that have to be visible so should our Waitemata. Leave our 

wharves doing what they need to do, with out blocking them up with apartments and 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

But make it a welcoming area for visitors as well. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

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

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

I 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? 

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 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

Not Important 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

other shared experiences in our public 

spaces for all. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

 

Tell us why 

Took awhile to find them. 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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 Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

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.  

Support Mairangi bay surf lifesaving club new build. It’s an important community club 

producing lifeguards, teaching young ones about the environment, coastal risks, water 

safety, volunteerism/service to others, sport,, values and principles. The club is 

inaccessible to people with disabilities and injuries and no longer fit for purpose. 

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

could pay less? 

Stop allowing so much high density building which is putting pressure on infrastructure, 

which then breaks down and requires so much money to fix. 

 

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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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: 

 

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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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.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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 Waitākere 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? 

With regard to Question 1c, Auckland Council has a central proposal that recommends 

spending more where it is needed most. Surf Life Saving facilities are a critical 

component of our community. They have served as temporary welfare and community 

centres, as well as civil defence centres during regional emergencies, including during 

the Auckland Anniversary flooding and Cyclone Gabrielle. Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving 

Club volunteers rescued over 70 people in the Auckland Anniversary floods and did so 

operating out of storage shipping containers. 

·         Our facilities aren’t a nice to have, they are the heart of our service. Allocated 

funding is essential to ensure the continued operation of our clubs and the safety of 

beachgoers. The amount requested is minimal when compared to the benefit it will 

have for the region. 

 

Local board priorities 

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

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

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

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

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

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 

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. 

I don't know 

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. 

Fairly 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. 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

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

 

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

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development  

Council support Do more 

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

·         Surf lifesaving clubs play a vital role in our community, providing essential 

services to keep our beaches safe. However, many of these facilities are reaching end-

of-life and are in need of replacement. Without adequate funding, our clubs will 

struggle to continue their lifesaving work effectively. 
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·         Without fit-for-purpose facilities that people enjoy visiting, the Auckland region 

risks losing the volunteers who provide the service, spelling the end of more than a 

hundred years of vigilance on our beaches. 

·         We therefore request that Auckland Council allocates $8.02 million in funding 

within the Long Term Plan specifically earmarked for the rebuilds and ongoing 

maintenance of surf lifesaving club facilities, as per Surf Lifesaving Northern Region’s 

Surf 10:20 Capital Development proposal. 

·         Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving Club has existed in its current location for 70 

years. The current membership comprises ~150 active lifeguards, over 500 Junior Surf 

children aged 6-14yrs and a further ~600 associate members. The building is well past 

its useful life and can no longer adequately cater for its membership and activities. A 

new building is therefore imperative to continue being able to serve the membership 

and community. 

 

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

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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 Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

·         With regard to Question 1c, Auckland Council has a central proposal that 

recommends spending more where it is needed most. Surf Life Saving facilities are a 

critical component of our community. They have served as temporary welfare and 

community centres, as well as civil defence centres during regional emergencies, 

including during the Auckland Anniversary flooding and Cyclone Gabrielle. Mairangi 

Bay Surf Lifesaving Club volunteers rescued over 70 people in the Auckland 

Anniversary floods and did so operating out of storage shipping containers. 

·         Our facilities aren’t a nice to have, they are the heart of our service. Allocated 

funding is essential to ensure the continued operation of our clubs and the safety of 

beachgoers. The amount requested is minimal when compared to the benefit it will 

have for the region. 

 

 

Local board priorities 

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

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

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

Fairly Important 

 

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

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? 
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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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

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

 

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

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development  

Council support Do more 

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Surf lifesaving clubs play a vital role in our community, providing essential services to 

keep our beaches safe. However, many of these facilities are reaching end-of-life and 

are in need of replacement. Without adequate funding, our clubs will struggle to 

continue their lifesaving work effectively. 
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·         Without fit-for-purpose facilities that people enjoy visiting, the Auckland region 

risks losing the volunteers who provide the service, spelling the end of more than a 

hundred years of vigilance on our beaches. 

·         We therefore request that Auckland Council allocates $8.02 million in funding 

within the Long Term Plan specifically earmarked for the rebuilds and ongoing 

maintenance of surf lifesaving club facilities, as per Surf Lifesaving Northern Region’s 

Surf 10:20 Capital Development proposal. 

·         Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving Club has existed in its current location for 70 

years. The current membership comprises ~150 active lifeguards, over 500 Junior Surf 

children aged 6-14yrs and a further ~600 associate members. The building is well past 

its useful life and can no longer adequately cater for its membership and activities. A 

new building is therefore imperative to continue being able to serve the membership 

and community. 

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

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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 Waitākere 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 1c, Auckland Council has a central proposal that recommends 

spending more where it is needed most. Surf Life Saving facilities are a critical 

component of our community. They have served as temporary welfare and community 

centres, as well as civil defence centres during regional emergencies, including during 

the Auckland Anniversary flooding and Cyclone Gabrielle. Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving 

Club volunteers rescued over 70 people in the Auckland Anniversary floods and did so 

operating out of storage shipping containers. 

·         Our facilities aren’t a nice to have, they are the heart of our service. Allocated 

funding is essential to ensure the continued operation of our clubs and the safety of 

beachgoers. The amount requested is minimal when compared to the benefit it will 

have for the region. 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 
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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 2024-2034? 

Other 

 

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 

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 

Very Important 
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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. 

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. 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 

debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development  

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Surf lifesaving clubs play a vital role in our community, providing essential services to 

keep our beaches safe. However, many of these facilities are reaching end-of-life and 

are in need of replacement. Without adequate funding, our clubs will struggle to 

continue their lifesaving work effectively. 
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·         Without fit-for-purpose facilities that people enjoy visiting, the Auckland region 

risks losing the volunteers who provide the service, spelling the end of more than a 

hundred years of vigilance on our beaches. 

·         We therefore request that Auckland Council allocates $8.02 million in funding 

within the Long Term Plan specifically earmarked for the rebuilds and ongoing 

maintenance of surf lifesaving club facilities, as per Surf Lifesaving Northern Region’s 

Surf 10:20 Capital Development proposal. 

·         Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving Club has existed in its current location for 70 

years. The current membership comprises ~150 active lifeguards, over 500 Junior Surf 

children aged 6-14yrs and a further ~600 associate members. The building is well past 

its useful life and can no longer adequately cater for its membership and activities. A 

new building is therefore imperative to continue being able to serve the membership 

and community. 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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 Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

With regard to Question 1c, Auckland Council has a central proposal that recommends 

spending more where it is needed most. Surf Life Saving facilities are a critical 

component of our community. They have served as temporary welfare and community 

centres, as well as civil defence centres during regional emergencies, including during 

the Auckland Anniversary flooding and Cyclone Gabrielle. Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving 

Club volunteers rescued over 70 people in the Auckland Anniversary floods and did so 

operating out of storage shipping containers. 

·         Our facilities aren’t a nice to have, they are the heart of our service. Allocated 

funding is essential to ensure the continued operation of our clubs and the safety of 

beachgoers. The amount requested is minimal when compared to the benefit it will 

have for the region. 

 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/2025? 

 

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 
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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. 

 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

other shared experiences in our public 

spaces for all. 

 

Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

Finalising the review of the 2015 Mairangi 

Bay Reserve Management plan and 

supporting the Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving 

Club to progress its redevelopment project 

is imperative for the upcoming year.” 

Tell us why 

“It should be a priority to deliver the Mairangi Bay Reserve Management Plan 

outcomes within the 10 year period, including a new surf lifesaving club building and 

associated storage, road closure and seawall maintenance.” 

 

 

7c. What do you think of the Hibiscus and Bays proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 

debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development  

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Surf lifesaving clubs play a vital role in our community, providing essential services to 

keep our beaches safe. However, many of these facilities are reaching end-of-life and 

are in need of replacement. Without adequate funding, our clubs will struggle to 

continue their lifesaving work effectively. 
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·         Without fit-for-purpose facilities that people enjoy visiting, the Auckland region 

risks losing the volunteers who provide the service, spelling the end of more than a 

hundred years of vigilance on our beaches. 

·         We therefore request that Auckland Council allocates $8.02 million in funding 

within the Long Term Plan specifically earmarked for the rebuilds and ongoing 

maintenance of surf lifesaving club facilities, as per Surf Lifesaving Northern Region’s 

Surf 10:20 Capital Development proposal. 

·         Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving Club has existed in its current location for 70 

years. The current membership comprises ~150 active lifeguards, over 500 Junior Surf 

children aged 6-14yrs and a further ~600 associate members. The building is well past 

its useful life and can no longer adequately cater for its membership and activities. A 

new building is therefore imperative to continue being able to serve the membership 

and community. 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

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 

 

565



#8257 
 

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, Waitākere 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 Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

With regard to Question 1c, Auckland Council has a central proposal that recommends 

spending more where it is needed most. Surf Life Saving facilities are a critical 

component of our community. They have served as temporary welfare and community 

centres, as well as civil defence centres during regional emergencies, including during 

the Auckland Anniversary flooding and Cyclone Gabrielle. Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving 

Club volunteers rescued over 70 people in the Auckland Anniversary floods and did so 

operating out of storage shipping containers. 

·         Our facilities aren’t a nice to have, they are the heart of our service. Allocated 

funding is essential to ensure the continued operation of our clubs and the safety of 

beachgoers. The amount requested is minimal when compared to the benefit it will 

have for the region. 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/2025? 

 

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 
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does what, where to get information and 

how to help, including in emergencies. 

Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 

contamination and sedimentation through 

methods such as re-naturalisation, or 

daylighting. 

 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

other shared experiences in our public 

spaces for all. 

 

Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

“Finalising the review of the 2015 Mairangi 

Bay Reserve Management plan and 

supporting the Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving 

Club to progress its redevelopment project 

is imperative for the upcoming year.” 

 

Tell us why 

“It should be a priority to deliver the Mairangi Bay Reserve Management Plan 

outcomes within the 10 year period, including a new surf lifesaving club building and 

associated storage, road closure and seawall maintenance.” 

 

 

7c. What do you think of the Hibiscus and Bays proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development  

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Surf lifesaving clubs play a vital role in our community, providing essential services to 

keep our beaches safe. However, many of these facilities are reaching end-of-life and 

are in need of replacement. Without adequate funding, our clubs will struggle to 

continue their lifesaving work effectively. 
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·         Without fit-for-purpose facilities that people enjoy visiting, the Auckland region 

risks losing the volunteers who provide the service, spelling the end of more than a 

hundred years of vigilance on our beaches. 

·         We therefore request that Auckland Council allocates $8.02 million in funding 

within the Long Term Plan specifically earmarked for the rebuilds and ongoing 

maintenance of surf lifesaving club facilities, as per Surf Lifesaving Northern Region’s 

Surf 10:20 Capital Development proposal. 

·         Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving Club has existed in its current location for 70 

years. The current membership comprises ~150 active lifeguards, over 500 Junior Surf 

children aged 6-14yrs and a further ~600 associate members. The building is well past 

its useful life and can no longer adequately cater for its membership and activities. A 

new building is therefore imperative to continue being able to serve the membership 

and community. 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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 Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

With regard to Question 1c, Auckland Council has a central proposal that recommends 

spending more where it is needed most. Surf Life Saving facilities are a critical 

component of our community. They have served as temporary welfare and community 

centres, as well as civil defence centres during regional emergencies, including during 

the Auckland Anniversary flooding and Cyclone Gabrielle. Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving 

Club volunteers rescued over 70 people in the Auckland Anniversary floods and did so 

operating out of storage shipping containers. 

·         Our facilities aren’t a nice to have, they are the heart of our service. Allocated 

funding is essential to ensure the continued operation of our clubs and the safety of 

beachgoers. The amount requested is minimal when compared to the benefit it will 

have for the region. 

 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/2025? 

 

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 
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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. 

 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

other shared experiences in our public 

spaces for all. 

 

Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

“Finalising the review of the 2015 Mairangi 

Bay Reserve Management plan and 

supporting the Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving 

Club to progress its redevelopment project 

is imperative for the upcoming year.” 

 

Tell us why 

“It should be a priority to deliver the Mairangi Bay Reserve Management Plan 

outcomes within the 10 year period, including a new surf lifesaving club building and 

associated storage, road closure and seawall maintenance.” 

 

7c. What do you think of the Hibiscus and Bays proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034  

Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  

Submitter details:

Organisation (if applicable): Queer coasties 

Local Board: Hibiscus and Bays 

Your feedback 

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 

debt 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do 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? 

A complete assessment of Auckland Council staff, there have been allot of stupid 

decisions made and the system needs a clean and some staff members need letting 

go. Your transport system is also appalling and there needs to be more compassion 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Waisting money on pavements and roads that arent broken , fix things that need fixing 

only. And by less pointless sculptures that are so plain and bland there just not good 

enough for public art. 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal 

Tell us why: 

We need a better public transport system. We should really consider trains more.... its 

not for no reason there all over Europe. 

We NEED CHEAPER FARES FOR STUDENT'S!!! 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Nicer drivers that care 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

The level of service you currently offer 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Change the operational management 

Tell us why: 

Space is being wasted 

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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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

You need more cash to act 

 

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: 

You need funds 

 

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: 

You need to plan ahead of the game and realise what situations we will have to deal 

with and stear the coutry in the rigt direction 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

Help our communities grow and thrive  

Help us unite and be strong and let us create our own future . Most of all compassion 

is something to use and hold to,  not to abandon and ignore 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 
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No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Better transport.  Stop funnelling everyone into one option 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

I 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 Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Hibiscus and Bays 
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Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Henderson-Massey proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 
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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. 

Not Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

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. 

We need our reserves 

Tell us why 

I think its not practical and your not spending the little you get wisely 

 

7c. What do you think of the Hibiscus and Bays proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 

Listen , talk and repeat until you can comfortably say our future is a future we ALL want
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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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

I 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 As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

·         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? 

I 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? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

We need something on the shore 
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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: 

 

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? 

I 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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 
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5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I 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. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

I don't know 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

I 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. 

I 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, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

Do not support 
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the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere 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. 

I 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? 

·         With regard to Question 1c, Auckland Council has a central proposal that 

recommends spending more where it is needed most. Surf Life Saving facilities are a 

critical component of our community. They have served as temporary welfare and 

community centres, as well as civil defence centres during regional emergencies, 

including during the Auckland Anniversary flooding and Cyclone Gabrielle. Mairangi 

Bay Surf Lifesaving Club volunteers rescued over 70 people in the Auckland 

Anniversary floods and did so operating out of storage shipping containers. 

·         Our facilities aren’t a nice to have, they are the heart of our service. Allocated 

funding is essential to ensure the continued operation of our clubs and the safety of 

beachgoers. The amount requested is minimal when compared to the benefit it will 

have for the region. 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Hibiscus and Bays 
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Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Henderson-Massey proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/2025? 

Not Important 
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Support the development of community led 

resilience networks in our area, so our 

community and organisations will know who 

does what, where to get information and 

how to help, including in emergencies. 

Very Important 

Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 

contamination and sedimentation through 

methods such as re-naturalisation, or 

daylighting. 

Fairly Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

Fairly 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. 

Not Important 

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? 
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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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community 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? 

No 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Get rid of the food scraps bins 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Why no mention of ferry services we are a waterfront city.  Other major cities have 

frequent and efficient ferry services.   

Also most major cities have a rapid transport link between CBD and the Airport .   

Use a transfer system where one fare gets you from A to B via different modes of 

public transport. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

City Rail , especially to AKL airport. 

Ferry services 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

some raised pedestrian crossings 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 
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Tell us why: 

Don't like As the objectives for the fund would involve diversifying risk by spreading the 

fund across a range of investments, it is almost certain that most, if not all, of the AIAL 

shares would be sold over time. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 

group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 

to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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: 

Makes sense to me. 

 

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: 

Perhaps we could get a sports stadium/concert venue there with access to public 

transport. 
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WLG has the right idea. 

 

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). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 
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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, Waitākere 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. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere 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. 

I 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Henderson-Massey proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

I 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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

 

Tell us why 

Not sure 

 

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? 

More funding for Estuary Art's Centre and Centerway theatre.  Bring back a proper 

council office instead of making the Library do the job.

597



#  

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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 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? 

More control and commitment on the developers. They are abusing the whole system, 

and their incompetency and\or deficiency. They load the Auckland council all expenses 

of their shortfall's projects. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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See 1c first&gt; Developers should sign on what they build or do for 10, 15 , and 20 

years , each stage with list of commitments. Currently, for example, Tempelton is 

urbanizing LONG BAY, with foreseeable future problems, for example the very narrow 

streets and roundabouts that the bus should pass over to turn. Also, He is occupying 

the narrow streets he develops with oversized citizens to live in the tens of the boxes 

he is building. Traffic jams already happening, and he continues with green light 

without any future vision of what is Council will pay to rectify the mess he is doing. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

It is good, but cycling projects should keep going, pedestrian crossing should not very 

near to the roundabouts. This makes it very difficult to manage for car drivers. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

The costly pedestrian crossings. They key point is the location of these crossings not 

their design. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

Population is expanding, and it eases moves 

 

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: 

It is an important asset, and managing projects more efficiently can compensate, Main 

Parks for exm[le may be accessed with fees (configurable with one or two dollars ) 

 

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: 

more efficient 

 

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: 

My best guess, I need more info to judge indeed 

 

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? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 
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Tell us why: 

efficient 

 

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: 

self explanatry 

 

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). 

I don't know 
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere 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. 

I 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? 

No 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Hibiscus and Bays 
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Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Henderson-Massey proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

I 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 
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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. 

I don't know 

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. 

It is a new area, and it should be the model 

of the future development of other parts of 

the city which suffers sometimes a lot 

because of accumulated legacy 

Tell us why 

good 

 

7c. What do you think of the Hibiscus and Bays proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 

Local recreation place and activities in Long bay
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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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

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) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 
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Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Henderson-Massey proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

I 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 

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. 

Not Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

Very Important 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

Very Important 
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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. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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 Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

needs to be used more and generate more opportunity for the shore 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

is using the assets value to make a better 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: 
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stick to your knitting, very likely a private will manage better. Can bank on the lease as 

an income so easier to budget with less risk. 

 

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) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

Support 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

I 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. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere 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? 

Rodney 

 

Rodney Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Rodney in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Deliver new and/or improved playground 

and play spaces in Goodall Reserve, Te 

Hana Reserve, Rautawhiri Park and 

Riverhead War Memorial Park. 

Fairly Important 

Support communities to develop local 

community emergency leadership groups 

and emergency action planning in response 

to the findings of the Emergency Response 

Assessment study being undertaken in 

2023/2024. 

Fairly Important 

Provide additional activities and 

programmes for children and young people 

maximising the use of our libraries, halls 

and open spaces, where possible. 

Fairly Important 
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Continue to support our local arts centres in 

Helensville and Kumeu and look to extend 

arts experiences to other parts of Rodney. 

Not Important 

Continue to support community groups and 

mana whenua to keep our waterways clean 

and healthy and restore biodiversity. 

Very Important 

Support the community to minimise waste, 

turn it into resources, and promote 

education on waste reduction. 

Very Important 

Develop and refurbish toilet facilities in 

Glasgow Park, Dinning Road Esplanade 

Reserve and Port Albert Recreation 

Reserve. 

Fairly Important 

Develop pathway connections in Green 

Road Park. 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Rodney proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

Appears more maintenance and Nothing to ground breaking that makes good general 

new improved impact 

 

As our local board area is so large, please tell us where you live so we can better 

understand the views from different communities 

Silverdale (Rodney End) 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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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: 

Surely this venue could be used by many community groups and also a concert 

venue? 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Potential to earn money from a major asset costing money!! 

 

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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Again a valuable asset costing money when more could be gained from leasing 

 

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) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

Support 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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 Waitākere 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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

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? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 
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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)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I 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? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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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. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere 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? 

With regard to Question 1c, Auckland Council has a central proposal that recommends 

spending more where it is needed most. Surf Life Saving facilities are a critical 

component of our community. They have served as temporary welfare and community 

centres, as well as civil defence centres during regional emergencies, including during 

the Auckland Anniversary flooding and Cyclone Gabrielle. Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving 

Club volunteers rescued over 70 people in the Auckland Anniversary floods and did so 

operating out of storage shipping containers. 

·         Our facilities aren’t a nice to have, they are the heart of our service. Allocated 

funding is essential to ensure the continued operation of our clubs and the safety of 

beachgoers. The amount requested is minimal when compared to the benefit it will 

have for the region. 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Henderson-Massey proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/2025? 

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 

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. 

Fairly 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. 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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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: 

 

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? 

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. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

Support 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 
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7c. What do you think of the Henderson-Massey proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/2025? 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

Not Important 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

other shared experiences in our public 

spaces for all. 

Fairly Important 
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Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Hibiscus and Bays proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community 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? 

Protecting 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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Reduced support for larger events, which should be based on a market economy, 

rather than councils taking money to support them. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Crosswalks and bike lanes don't need to be retrofitted, Oakland's population density 

simply doesn't warrant retrofitting crosswalks, traffic lights could be added in some of 

the more densely populated neighborhoods, and bike lane retrofits are completely 

unnecessary. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Pedestrian crosswalk and bike lane improvements 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 
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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 2024-2034? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water  

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? 

Yes there is. The amount of rubbish sitting on the sides of the roads and near on 

ramps to motorways and along motorways  is disgusting. I hate to think what tourists to 

our city think about the state of cleaniness in our city. It is so embarrasing. This needs 

to be attended to urgently. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

No in my opinion they need to do more. Trees that used to be pruned regularly are not 

touched now. They look ugly, some are dead as well. There should be a regular 

maintenance of the trees in Auckland and on the properties that the Council is meant 

to maintain. Ie in on properties where they do the lawns etc but the buildings are 

looked after by others. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Because you are never going to get the majority of people out of their cars. Time is 

precious and if you have to wait around for a bus it just doesnt work. I am retired but 

do occasional gardening jobs. There is no way I could use public transport to get to 

these jobs. You have to be realistic. Years ago we should have had a metro built which 

would go all over Auckland in speed and was very efficient. Unfortunately we have left 

it too late for Auckland. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Yes definitely. Decent contractors who do maintenance properly instead of mowing 

motorway sides and leaving parts not mown, leaving roundabouts looking disgusting. I 

know AT are meant to do some of them, well thats a joke. They do them eventually by 

which time you cannot see the exits or onramps. You should never have taken the 

quote of the new contractors. They are a disaster. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Yes event spending. Is it necessary to have all the events that Council is involved in. 

To me it is a luxury that we can no longer afford. Trim those down to absolute 

necessary ones. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

645



#8402 
 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

It is a valuable place for events on the North Shore of which we dont have many. 

It must be kept but maybe new operators should be found. 

 

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: 

 

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: 

646



#8402 
 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

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, Waitākere 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 Waitākere 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. 

I 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 
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Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Henderson-Massey proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

I 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? 

Fairly Important 
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Support the development of community led 

resilience networks in our area, so our 

community and organisations will know who 

does what, where to get information and 

how to help, including in emergencies. 

Very Important 

Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 

contamination and sedimentation through 

methods such as re-naturalisation, or 

daylighting. 

Fairly Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

Fairly 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. 

 

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 2024-2034? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

I do think they do an amzing job and should be supported as much as possible.
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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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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 more spending money on unnecessary things. people are already suffering. we 

wish you not adding any more living cost to people. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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I don’t want to pay anymore tax on top of what we are already paying. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

We are already in recession. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Everything 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

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, Waitākere 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. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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 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? 

Sort the motorways - Devonport bypass Lake Road from Bayswater to AK Harbour 

Bridge - South Auckland. Needs another motorway link to the city, 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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Judder bars and crossings remove them, road closure, road cones, traffic 

management. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

User pays 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Harbour Crossing 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

EVs 

 

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: 

We the people on the North Shore fought way too hard for that asset, bring back the 

concerts, games, more shows. It's a disgrace. Leave it alone. 

 

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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We need change to survive. The city doesn't need to grow, it needs to run efficiently 

with a reliable infrastructure. Stop this rates runaway nonsense. Imagine a business 

operating like this, yeah, right! 

 

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: 

Supports the infrastructure 

 

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: 

Redundant wharfs 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

To prevent  conversion of the asset into apartments or hotels, expo, possible pool, 

cultural centre or operate a bigger cruise ship terminal independently. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

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. I don't know 
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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 Waitākere 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? 

Remove the RMA, internal taxes and interest. If KiwiSaver works so well then why 

could the council run a similar operation. Is it Agenda 20/30? I was there it was a 

disgrace. 

 

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 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Henderson-Massey proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/2025? 

 

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 
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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. 

 

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. 

At least there is some direction, purpose 

and focus. The climate change nonsense 

has to stop with the global narrative. Stop 

taxing the ********** out of the economy by 

false pretenses, it's fake. 

Tell us why 

 

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? 

Just get on with it. Make Auckland great again. We can do it.
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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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 

debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

We need light rail connecting both north and south, you should be able to climb on a 

train in the north shore and take it all the way to the CBD 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Public transport and railways 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Highways, we don't need more lanes. Build light rail 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

Fund seems short sighted and an overly complicated way of transferring public money 

into private hands to enrich a few and for public to loose more ownership of public 

services and lands 
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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: 

Giving public services such as the port or public transport leads to worse outcomes as 

the private enterprises cut corners in order to get more profits out and then turn to the 

public and demand a bailout when the infrastructure starts to fall apart and they need 

more money to fix problems caused by their negligence and cost cutting. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Auckland Future Fund just seems like a way to hand over public money to private 

interests 

 

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? 

I don't know 
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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. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 
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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 2024-2034? 

I 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? 

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 

Fairly Important 
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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. 

Fairly 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 2024-2034? 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 

debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development  

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

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? 

Looking after indigenous trees 

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? 

Purchase of some smaller size buses [electric] 

 

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: 

To make this asset more useful for  Northshore 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

The Airport and the Port are important assets  that future generations have rights to 

 

 

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? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Use dividends to improve the waterfront area for people to use 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

So called future fund 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. 

 

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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Long term our Harbour must be an I'mproved asset 

 

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). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
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increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere 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. 

I 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 
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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. 

 

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 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation 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? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

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. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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 Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

This questionnaire needs to use plainer language. The questions and answers to 

choose are needlessly wordy and convoluted. I'm well educated but had difficulty 

properly understanding what the options were in bulleted answers. I'm sure many 

wouldn't understand the content.
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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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development 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: 

Raised pedestrian crossings and cycleways could mean less people using private 

vehicles, which is surely what we would like to improve upon. 

 

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: 

Once the stadium goes, it will be lost forever and North Shore has no other local 

amenity like this.  Make it user friendly for all, and available to many. 

 

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 little percentage Auckland owns, will then no doubt be in foreign hands if sold. 

 

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? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

No doubt council services will be reduced continuously, this may help to keep to key 

aspects. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 
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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 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/2025? 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

Fairly Important 
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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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

 

Tell us why 

As good as could be with current restrictions. 

 

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? 

687



#  

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support 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? 

Review what councils were originally established to do and focus on those core 

services - ie rates rise year on year while basic services diminish. Our roads are 

appalling.  Rubbish collection is user-pay.  Infrastructure maintenance is being 

collected on but not used for purpose, etc etc 
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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 investing in expensive shiny "nice to have" events and venues.  Focus on 

building quality infrastructure and quality base services - things that as rate payers 

should be getting from the huge amount of annual revenue being collected from 

individuals. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Stop all projects that interfere with people travelling.  In Auckland people are travelling 

to work across many suburbs every day. The public transport system will cost billions 

to make it a viable and safe and convenient option for the majority of people.  As an 

example, I always worked 9-11 hour days and to use public transport would have 

added 3 hours or more to my travel time.  In addition, I would have had to still drive to 

a transport hub and park all day in areas that were not secure.  And in Winter this 

would have included walking in the dark on my own.  So it was never going to be an 

option for me. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Quality roads that adequately cater for peak traffic periods.  Reduce surface water on 

high traffic roads (motorways). Install safety barriers on higher speed roads. A 

maintenance cycle to prevent major problems. Address ground security on major 

access roads where erosion and slips are issues. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Ridiculous initiatives around 'reducing or calming traffic' that create new problems - 

thinking long term about ALL the impacts of decisions.  Signage needs to be in a 

language that 95% of our population understands.  We can be safer without slowing us 

down.  So much money has been wasted on non-viable, decisions that were never 

agreed to by the people that pay for them. 
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3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Invest into creating a sustainable and flexible complex for multi-purpose use and 

enjoyment by the wider community.  Turn it into a viable self-funding business while 

ensuring it provides for what people want in such a venue. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

I believe this is a short-term financial gain and it is never a good idea to sell assets and 

use capital.  The return on the investment needs to be maximised and the capital 

preserved. 

 

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: 

As in previous, retain the capital investment and interest in the asset.  I understand the 

need to free capital which is why I selected this option.  I would still have concerns 

about how and who this would be leased to and how the council would ensure a high 

level of governance in the management. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

We have a shortfall in basic council services that need to continue to meet the 

expectations of ratepayers. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

It is imperative in our current economic climate to cease investing bulk capital into new 

ventures. Focus on maintaining and improving what we have. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I 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. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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 Waitākere 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? 

A full review of how rates are collected and then allocated.  ie  I have tank water plus 

town-to-tank installed as a back-up and to water my garden.  My water bill (for a single 

person on tank) was over $60 last month, yet only $11 of that was for actual water 

used (town supply). All of the balance was fixed fees and waste water.  This is out of 

control.  And even more astonishing when we read about all the water/wastewater 

infrastructural issues around the city.  Those fixed fees are a total rip off if the are 

funding anything other than water infrastructure maintenance as charged. 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Don't fund any events directly (Polyfest, Santa Parade, Lantern Festival etc). Instead 

allow the relavent organisers to use the space for free. Help/waive any consents but 

don't contribute financially. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

We should allow cyclists to use footpaths in more areas. Footpaths are under utilised 

outside of school hours and cycle lanes are comparitively expensive. 

 

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,Other 

 

Tell us why: 

The staduim is under utilised and we have enough venues that are easy to get to 

overall. 

We do need to keep developing more leisure centres and parks as the city grows. I 

can see the strain on resources at my local council leisure centre as the area has 

grown rapidly over the past five years. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

We are (and were) a major shareholder in the Airport and didn't even have a seat on 

the board. We have under utilised our shareholding and it has led to conflicts of 
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interest when it comes to opportunities for a second Airport. A future fund is more 

appropriate than not being engaged shareholders in such a major asset. If we keep 

Airport shares we need to proactively be more involved. 

 

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: 

On the face of it I prefer to lease the port but the devil is in the detail of the conditions. 

We should protect employees, expect high health and safety standards and make sure 

our rates savings are not just transferred into increased freight costs. 

In the long term we should consider moving the port and possibly having strong rail 

links to Whangrei to get trucks off roads etc but that will require central Govt support 

and isn't Aucklands problem to solve alone. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

Can we also sell Eden Park or rip the bandaid off and let it do concerts etc. 

If we replace it with a waterfront stadium it should be privately owned. Council can 

promise a smooth/prioritised consenting process. The All Blacks can build it? 

 

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: 

If we don't even know what the benefit is I'm not confident we should do the change. 

Until you can articulate the alternative leave it alone. Leasehold retail buildings would 

likely be a hit though. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

If we don't even know what the benefit is I'm not confident we should do the change. 

Until you can articulate the alternative leave it alone. 

 

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. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 
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Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

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. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere 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. 

I 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? 

Not supportive of the council taking over refuse. We have perfectly competent private 

operators that offer a wonderful service. 
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Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Hibiscus and Bays,Rodney,Upper Harbour 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Henderson-Massey proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

I 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 2024/2025? 

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 

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. 

We have a limited number of reserves in a 

fast growing area. Don't sell them, make 

sure they can be properly utilised. 

A lot of houses on Vipond road (and other 

areas) have also fenced in land owned by 
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council. It might be worth making decisions 

on selling or reclaiming that kind of land? 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Hibiscus and Bays proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

Rodney Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Rodney in 2024/2025? 

I don't know 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Deliver new and/or improved playground 

and play spaces in Goodall Reserve, Te 

Hana Reserve, Rautawhiri Park and 

Riverhead War Memorial Park. 

I don't know 

Support communities to develop local 

community emergency leadership groups 

and emergency action planning in response 

to the findings of the Emergency Response 

Assessment study being undertaken in 

2023/2024. 

I don't know 

Provide additional activities and 

programmes for children and young people 

maximising the use of our libraries, halls 

and open spaces, where possible. 

I don't know 

Continue to support our local arts centres in 

Helensville and Kumeu and look to extend 

arts experiences to other parts of Rodney. 

I don't know 

Continue to support community groups and 

mana whenua to keep our waterways clean 

and healthy and restore biodiversity. 

I don't know 

701



#8493 
 

Support the community to minimise waste, 

turn it into resources, and promote 

education on waste reduction. 

I don't know 

Develop and refurbish toilet facilities in 

Glasgow Park, Dinning Road Esplanade 

Reserve and Port Albert Recreation 

Reserve. 

I don't know 

Develop pathway connections in Green 

Road Park. 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Rodney proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

 

As our local board area is so large, please tell us where you live so we can better 

understand the views from different communities 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development  

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Surf lifesaving clubs play a vital role in our community, providing essential services to 

keep our beaches safe. However, many of these facilities are reaching end-of-life and 

are in need of replacement. Without adequate funding, our clubs will struggle to 

continue their lifesaving work effectively. 
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·         Without fit-for-purpose facilities that people enjoy visiting, the Auckland region 

risks losing the volunteers who provide the service, spelling the end of more than a 

hundred years of vigilance on our beaches. 

·         We therefore request that Auckland Council allocates $8.02 million in funding 

within the Long Term Plan specifically earmarked for the rebuilds and ongoing 

maintenance of surf lifesaving club facilities, as per Surf Lifesaving Northern Region’s 

Surf 10:20 Capital Development proposal. 

·         Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving Club has existed in its current location for 70 

years. The current membership comprises ~150 active lifeguards, over 500 Junior Surf 

children aged 6-14yrs and a further ~600 associate members. The building is well past 

its useful life and can no longer adequately cater for its membership and activities. A 

new building is therefore imperative to continue being able to serve the membership 

and community. 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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 Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

·         With regard to Question 1c, Auckland Council has a central proposal that 

recommends spending more where it is needed most. Surf Life Saving facilities are a 

critical component of our community. They have served as temporary welfare and 

community centres, as well as civil defence centres during regional emergencies, 

including during the Auckland Anniversary flooding and Cyclone Gabrielle. Mairangi 

Bay Surf Lifesaving Club volunteers rescued over 70 people in the Auckland 

Anniversary floods and did so operating out of storage shipping containers. 

·         Our facilities aren’t a nice to have, they are the heart of our service. Allocated 

funding is essential to ensure the continued operation of our clubs and the safety of 

beachgoers. The amount requested is minimal when compared to the benefit it will 

have for the region. 

 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 
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Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Henderson-Massey proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Support the development of community led 

resilience networks in our area, so our 

community and organisations will know who 

does what, where to get information and 

how to help, including in emergencies. 

 

Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 
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contamination and sedimentation through 

methods such as re-naturalisation, or 

daylighting. 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

other shared experiences in our public 

spaces for all. 

 

Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

“Finalising the review of the 2015 Mairangi 

Bay Reserve Management plan and 

supporting the Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving 

Club to progress its redevelopment project 

is imperative for the upcoming year.” 

Tell us why 

“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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 

debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development  

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Surf lifesaving clubs play a vital role in our community, providing essential services to 

keep our beaches safe. However, many of these facilities are reaching end-of-life and 

are in need of replacement. Without adequate funding, our clubs will struggle to 

continue their lifesaving work effectively. 
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Without fit-for-purpose facilities that people enjoy visiting, the Auckland region risks 

losing the volunteers who provide the service, spelling the end of more than a hundred 

years of vigilance on our beaches. 

We therefore request that Auckland Council allocates $8.02 million in funding within 

the Long Term Plan specifically earmarked for the rebuilds and ongoing maintenance 

of surf lifesaving club facilities, as per Surf Lifesaving Northern Region’s Surf 10:20 

Capital Development proposal. 

Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving Club has existed in its current location for 70 years. The 

current membership comprises ~150 active lifeguards, over 500 Junior Surf children 

aged 6-14yrs and a further ~600 associate members. The building is well past its 

useful life and can no longer adequately cater for its membership and activities. A new 

building is therefore imperative to continue being able to serve the membership and 

community. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

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)? 
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Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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 Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

With regard to Question 1c, Auckland Council has a central proposal that recommends 

spending more where it is needed most. Surf Life Saving facilities are a critical 

component of our community. They have served as temporary welfare and community 

centres, as well as civil defence centres during regional emergencies, including during 

the Auckland Anniversary flooding and Cyclone Gabrielle. Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving 

Club volunteers rescued over 70 people in the Auckland Anniversary floods and did so 

operating out of storage shipping containers. 

·         Our facilities aren’t a nice to have, they are the heart of our service. Allocated 

funding is essential to ensure the continued operation of our clubs and the safety of 

beachgoers. The amount requested is minimal when compared to the benefit it will 

have for the region. 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/2025? 

 

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 
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does what, where to get information and 

how to help, including in emergencies. 

Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 

contamination and sedimentation through 

methods such as re-naturalisation, or 

daylighting. 

 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

other shared experiences in our public 

spaces for all. 

 

Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

Finalising the review of the 2015 Mairangi 

Bay Reserve Management plan and 

supporting the Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving 

Club to progress its redevelopment project 

is imperative for the upcoming year. 

Tell us why 

It should be a priority to deliver the Mairangi Bay Reserve Management Plan outcomes 

within the 10 year period, including a new surf lifesaving club building and associated 

storage, road closure and seawall maintenance. 

 

7c. What do you think of the Hibiscus and Bays proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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 As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

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? 

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: 
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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: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

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. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere 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? 

 

·         With regard to Question 1c, Auckland Council has a central proposal that 

recommends spending more where it is needed most. Surf Life Saving facilities are a 

critical component of our community. They have served as temporary welfare and 

community centres, as well as civil defence centres during regional emergencies, 

including during the Auckland Anniversary flooding and Cyclone Gabrielle. Mairangi 

Bay Surf Lifesaving Club volunteers rescued over 70 people in the Auckland 

Anniversary floods and did so operating out of storage shipping containers. 

·         Our facilities aren’t a nice to have, they are the heart of our service. Allocated 

funding is essential to ensure the continued operation of our clubs and the safety of 

beachgoers. The amount requested is minimal when compared to the benefit it will 

have for the region. 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

720



#8519 
 

 

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 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Support the development of community led 

resilience networks in our area, so our 

community and organisations will know who 

does what, where to get information and 

how to help, including in emergencies. 

Fairly Important 

Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 

contamination and sedimentation through 

methods such as re-naturalisation, or 

daylighting. 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

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? 
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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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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  

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community  

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? 

Anything that protects the native wildlife and works towards climate change goals.. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Stop internal restructuring. 
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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. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

Support 
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businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere 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. 

I 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? 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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 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? 

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? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Road maintenance 

 

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: 

729



#8549 
 

 

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)? 

I 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: 

 

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: 
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5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

I 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. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere 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. 

I 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? 

·         With regard to Question 1c, Auckland Council has a central proposal that 

recommends spending more where it is needed most. Surf Life Saving facilities are a 

critical component of our community. They have served as temporary welfare and 

community centres, as well as civil defence centres during regional emergencies, 

including during the Auckland Anniversary flooding and Cyclone Gabrielle. Mairangi 

Bay Surf Lifesaving Club volunteers rescued over 70 people in the Auckland 

Anniversary floods and did so operating out of storage shipping containers. 

·         Our facilities aren’t a nice to have, they are the heart of our service. Allocated 

funding is essential to ensure the continued operation of our clubs and the safety of 

beachgoers. The amount requested is minimal when compared to the benefit it will 

have for the region. 
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Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Devonport-Takapuna,Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Devonport-Takapuna in 

2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress the detailed business case and 

delivery of a new library and community 

hub in Takapuna. 

Very Important 

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local 

Parks Management Plan that will guide 

decisions on the use and management of 

our parks and open spaces. 

Very Important 

Implement priority actions from the 

Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and 

Mataawaka to promote projects of interest 

to Māori 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. 

I don't know 
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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? 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 
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7c. What do you think of the Henderson-Massey proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/2025? 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

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 
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Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

I don’t know 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community 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 less car centric plans 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Less departments 
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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 

 

Tell us why: 

Brings money to Albany area 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

It is important and should not be private. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 

group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 

to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

Support 
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increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

I 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. 

I don't know 
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Increase the Waitākere 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. 

Other 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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 As proposed 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Better transport. Cleaner streets. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Compost local bins- Waste! 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

cycleways are safe 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

bus + train infrastructure 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Huge local economic boost. 

 

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: 

Private ownership could lead to negative changes being made with less opposition. 

 

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: 

Good cash flow increase + land ownership retained 

 

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: 

Fund needs money 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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. 

I don't know 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Other 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

 

746



#8552 
 

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 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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 less 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

- 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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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? 

Subsidising 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: 

More events for locals 

 

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)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

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: 

Use for public events. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

Support 
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the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

751



#8569 
 

Increase the Waitākere 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 
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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 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development 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? 

Transport! 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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Cultural things while important are less important. This does not mean getting rid of 

cultural events as they are a crucial part of the community but just discovering more 

creative ways to support this sector. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Yes absolutely but other things also need more focus. 

 

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: 

The North Shore stadium has so much more potential for the community. Making it 

bigger can also increase New Zealand's overall income as more and more people and 

artists are attracted to New Zealand. 

 

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: 

This is good to plan for the future, but it's important to consider the PRESENT as well. 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

I 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. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere 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. 

I 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 
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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 2024-2034? 

I 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? 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

Fairly Important 
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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. 

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. 

Yes community is important but making 

sure our enviroment is safe and well is 

more of a priority to me. 

Tell us why 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 

debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support 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? 

No 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

They are good plans. 

 

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: 
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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? 

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: 
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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 
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere 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. 

I 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? 

With regard to Question 1c, Auckland Council has a central proposal that recommends 

spending more where it is needed most. Surf Life Saving facilities are a critical 

component of our community. They have served as temporary welfare and community 

centres, as well as civil defence centres during regional emergencies, including during 

the Auckland Anniversary flooding and Cyclone Gabrielle. Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving 

Club volunteers rescued over 70 people in the Auckland Anniversary floods and did so 

operating out of storage shipping containers. 

·         Our facilities aren’t a nice to have, they are the heart of our service. Allocated 

funding is essential to ensure the continued operation of our clubs and the safety of 

beachgoers. The amount requested is minimal when compared to the benefit it will 

have for the region. 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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Hibiscus and Bays,Kaipātiki 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Henderson-Massey proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

I 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? 
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Not Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Support the development of community led 

resilience networks in our area, so our 

community and organisations will know who 

does what, where to get information and 

how to help, including in emergencies. 

Fairly Important 

Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 

contamination and sedimentation through 

methods such as re-naturalisation, or 

daylighting. 

Fairly Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

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 2024-2034? 
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Howick Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Howick in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

 

Tell us why 
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7c. What do you think of the Howick proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

Very 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. 

Fairly 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. 

Not Important 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

Not Important 
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Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

Not Important 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki 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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development  

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Surf lifesaving clubs play a vital role in our community, providing essential services to 

keep our beaches safe. However, many of these facilities are reaching end-of-life and 

are in need of replacement. Without adequate funding, our clubs will struggle to 

continue their lifesaving work effectively. 
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·         Without fit-for-purpose facilities that people enjoy visiting, the Auckland region 

risks losing the volunteers who provide the service, spelling the end of more than a 

hundred years of vigilance on our beaches. 

·         We therefore request that Auckland Council allocates $8.02 million in funding 

within the Long Term Plan specifically earmarked for the rebuilds and ongoing 

maintenance of surf lifesaving club facilities, as per Surf Lifesaving Northern Region’s 

Surf 10:20 Capital Development proposal. 

·         Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving Club has existed in its current location for 70 

years. The current membership comprises ~150 active lifeguards, over 500 Junior Surf 

children aged 6-14yrs and a further ~600 associate members. The building is well past 

its useful life and can no longer adequately cater for its membership and activities. A 

new building is therefore imperative to continue being able to serve the membership 

and community. 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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 Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

With regard to Question 1c, Auckland Council has a central proposal that recommends 

spending more where it is needed most. Surf Life Saving facilities are a critical 

component of our community. They have served as temporary welfare and community 

centres, as well as civil defence centres during regional emergencies, including during 

the Auckland Anniversary flooding and Cyclone Gabrielle. Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving 

Club volunteers rescued over 70 people in the Auckland Anniversary floods and did so 

operating out of storage shipping containers. 

·         Our facilities aren’t a nice to have, they are the heart of our service. Allocated 

funding is essential to ensure the continued operation of our clubs and the safety of 

beachgoers. The amount requested is minimal when compared to the benefit it will 

have for the region. 

 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 
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Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Henderson-Massey proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

Other 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Support the development of community led 

resilience networks in our area, so our 

community and organisations will know who 

does what, where to get information and 

how to help, including in emergencies. 

 

Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 
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contamination and sedimentation through 

methods such as re-naturalisation, or 

daylighting. 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

other shared experiences in our public 

spaces for all. 

 

Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

“Finalising the review of the 2015 Mairangi 

Bay Reserve Management plan and 

supporting the Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving 

Club to progress its redevelopment project 

is imperative for the upcoming year.” 

Tell us why 

“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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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 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? 

Support most of the proposal 

778



#8632 
 

 

Tell us why: 

Improvement of the public transport infrastructure. Reduction in the push to get people 

out of their cars and increase the requirement for residential parking by developers. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Give us a quality public transport system we can rely 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: 

Once this asset is sold off we will never have it back. Eden Park is not enough to 

service the needs of greater Auckland. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

Once the asset is gone we loose the income stream. 

 

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: 

Keep the potential revenue generating asset! 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Council to find a balance between rate increases and improved services 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Unsure if taking them from Ports allows for a practical Ports operation. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

as above 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

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, Waitākere 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. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere 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. 

I 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 
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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 2024-2034? 

I 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 

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 

Fairly Important 
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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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

Feedback from the community is crucial as 

we are the ones who likely know our 

community needs. 

Tell us why 

I have faith in our Local Board 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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 less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

More parks and access to community activity centres for kids 

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 increasing rates so much. It's getting ridiculous and we are now looking at moving 

out of Auckland seriously. Over 4.5 thousand dollars a year we pay for rates. 

Increasing them is rubbish 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

You need to focus on the roads promised before covid came and gave you all an 

excuse to remove the planned proposals for them. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Glenvar road, filling in potholes 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Buses and transport lanes when car lanes are required 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Sell the stadium 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

786



#8634 
 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

Too expensive to change 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 
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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 2024-2034? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/2025? 

Not Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Support the development of community led 

resilience networks in our area, so our 

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. 

Not Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

Not Important 
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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. 

Not 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 2024-2034? 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 

debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

No 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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No 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Make public transport a lot better for students 

 

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: 

Doesn't get used a lot and could be used more for the community 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Don't give to international investors 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Auckland needs to improve 

 

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? 

I 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) 

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. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

I don't know 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

I 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. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Other 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere 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. 

I 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? 

No 

 

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 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 
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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. 

 

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 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 

debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

To be a first class city we need a strong reliable public network system that delivers to 

residents and visitors alike. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Better integrations, more frequency 

 

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: 

North Shore needs a sports/entertainment hub. Fix whatever is wrong with the model 

but do not demolish the stadium and redevelop. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

I don't agree with selling assets 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and 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: 

Better management and closer ties will keep the assets 

 

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? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere 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. 

I 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 
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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 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/2025? 

I 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 

methods such as re-naturalisation, or 

daylighting. 

Fairly Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

Very Important 
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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. 

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 2024-2034? 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

no 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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stop wasting money on road works i drive around auckland every day and there is far 

too many road blocks / traffic management in place. Who on the council is getting the 

back hander for buildind these raised crossings 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

sick to death of your roadworks. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

get rid of the t2 lanes they arent working 

 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

t2 lanes public transport raaised crossings traffic management 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 
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its an asset that is making money 

 

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: 

another asset that should be making good money for the rate payer start running it 

better so we can get better profits 

 

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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I 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) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

I 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. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

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: 

Firstly, an indoor stadium on the North Shore is desperately needed , like West 

Auckland (Trust Stadium) and South Auckland (Bruce Pullman). The North Shore 

population is growing massively, especially the younger generation, and facilities for 

indoor sports such as basketball and pickleball are desperately needed. 

Secondly, the North Harbour Stadium site could be re-jigged to include covered 

outdoor courts for sports such as pickleball . Pickleball is a young sport in NZ but is the 

fastest growing sport in the world.  It started here for the older age group but is now 

played by all age groups (eg the Australasia Pacific Pro League now has 2 NZ teams , 

and the Auckland event will be held at Albany Tennis Park in late March).  Currently we 

use courts in Council/school/YMCA gymnasiums, and some outdoor courts on existing 

public tennis courts.  In Auckland there is too much rain for uncovered outdoor courts 

to be a realistic option. 

Pickleball has exhausted all the indoor facilities available.  On the North Shore we 

have grown from 2 sessions per week to 7 at the Council's Browns Bay Leisure Centre 

, but are unable to get more time, particularly after work or on weekends, because of 

use by other activities.  Our open sessions are getting up to 46 players (we have 4 

courts) which is really frustrating as you only get 2-3 15 minute games during the 

whole session with a lot of waiting going on. Every new session we introduce, the 

number of players just goes mad. Currently we also aren't able to accommodate 

school aged players because we just can't get enough courts.  Typically pickleball 

players each pay $5 to $10 to play at a 2-3 hour open session.  Additionally,  players 

can book private sessions . 
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The Albany Tennis Centre has time for pickleball sessions twice per week only. They 

also host pickleball tournaments twice per year (which have grown from an 8 court 

tournament to 23 courts this April).  At Kumeu Racquets Club, pickleball is now the 

most popular sport and runs the most sessions. 

The facilities at other towns around New Zealand are phenomenal- Mt Maunganui has 

a gymnasium with 16 pickleball courts; Wellington and South Auckland also have 

excellent facilities. 

So, if you could build a minimum of 8, preferably 12-16,  covered pickleball courts at 

North Harbour Stadium (they don't have to be indoor, just covered and with lighting, 

like the covered outdoor netball/tennis  courts  at Westlake Girls High,  so we can play 

in all weather and at night) I know we would be able to run day/night/weekend 

sessions that would be extremely popular, and be able to include school aged players 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

A 35 year lease just delays fixing the actual problem 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 
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4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

I don't know 
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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). 

I 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. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

I 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. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere 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. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Henderson-Massey proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

I 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 2024/2025? 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

other shared experiences in our public 

spaces for all. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

 

Tell us why 
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7c. What do you think of the Hibiscus and Bays proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

The cost should not be that high. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

819



#8711 
 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

Do not support 
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we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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 Waitākere 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 

 

821



#8711 
 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water  

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

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)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

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). 

I 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, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Henderson-Massey proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

I 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 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Support the development of community led 

resilience networks in our area, so our 

community and organisations will know who 

does what, where to get information and 

how to help, including in emergencies. 

Very Important 

Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 

contamination and sedimentation through 

methods such as re-naturalisation, or 

daylighting. 

Fairly Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

 

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. 

 

Tell us why 
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7c. What do you think of the Hibiscus and Bays proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

I don’t know 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development  

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Surf lifesaving clubs play a vital role in our community, providing essential services to 

keep our beaches safe. However, many of these facilities are reaching end-of-life and 

are in need of replacement. Without adequate funding, our clubs will struggle to 

continue their lifesaving work effectively. 
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·         Without fit-for-purpose facilities that people enjoy visiting, the Auckland region 

risks losing the volunteers who provide the service, spelling the end of more than a 

hundred years of vigilance on our beaches. 

·         We therefore request that Auckland Council allocates $8.02 million in funding 

within the Long Term Plan specifically earmarked for the rebuilds and ongoing 

maintenance of surf lifesaving club facilities, as per Surf Lifesaving Northern Region’s 

Surf 10:20 Capital Development proposal. 

·         Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving Club has existed in its current location for 70 

years. The current membership comprises ~150 active lifeguards, over 500 Junior Surf 

children aged 6-14yrs and a further ~600 associate members. The building is well past 

its useful life and can no longer adequately cater for its membership and activities. A 

new building is therefore imperative to continue being able to serve the membership 

and community. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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 Waitākere 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 1c, Auckland Council has a central proposal that recommends 

spending more where it is needed most. Surf Life Saving facilities are a critical 

component of our community. They have served as temporary welfare and community 

centres, as well as civil defence centres during regional emergencies, including during 

the Auckland Anniversary flooding and Cyclone Gabrielle. Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving 

Club volunteers rescued over 70 people in the Auckland Anniversary floods and did so 

operating out of storage shipping containers. 

·         Our facilities aren’t a nice to have, they are the heart of our service. Allocated 

funding is essential to ensure the continued operation of our clubs and the safety of 

beachgoers. The amount requested is minimal when compared to the benefit it will 

have for the region. 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Support the development of community led 

resilience networks in our area, so our 

community and organisations will know who 

does what, where to get information and 

how to help, including in emergencies. 
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Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 

contamination and sedimentation through 

methods such as re-naturalisation, or 

daylighting. 

 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

other shared experiences in our public 

spaces for all. 

 

Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

Finalising the review of the 2015 Mairangi 

Bay Reserve Management plan and 

supporting the Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving 

Club to progress its redevelopment project 

is imperative for the upcoming year. 

Tell us why 

It should be a priority to deliver the Mairangi Bay Reserve Management Plan outcomes 

within the 10 year period, including a new surf lifesaving club building and associated 

storage, road closure and seawall maintenance. 

 

7c. What do you think of the Hibiscus and Bays proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Other 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development 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? 

Better public transport 

Better walking and cycling infrastructure 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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Allowing people to park on road for free. Charge people for storing personal property 

on public land. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

We need more cycling infrastructure 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Cycling and walking infrastructure 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Dynamic lanes 

 

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: 

Selling off assets only provides short term gain unless proceeds are invested in major 

infrastructure 
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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? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/2025? 

Not Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Support the development of community led 

resilience networks in our area, so our 

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 

Not Important 
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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. 

Not Important 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

other shared experiences in our public 

spaces for all. 

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 2024-2034? 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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? 

Sewerage leakage on North Shore coast 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Control by people aware of local needs & desires. 

 

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)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Giving away Akl assets to be managed by professionals who are not accountable to 

ratepayer opinion is a problem. If it’s the same as Auckland Transport then for me a  

definite no. 

 

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) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

Support 
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increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

I 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. 

I don't know 
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Increase the Waitākere 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. 

I 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 
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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 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/2025? 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

Fairly Important 
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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. 

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 2024-2034? 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 

debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community 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? 

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? 

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: 
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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 lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 
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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, Waitākere 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 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere 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? 

With regard to Question 1c, Auckland Council has a central proposal that recommends 

spending more where it is needed most. Surf Life Saving facilities are a critical 

component of our community. They have served as temporary welfare and community 

centres, as well as civil defence centres during regional emergencies, including during 

the Auckland Anniversary flooding and Cyclone Gabrielle. Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving 

Club volunteers rescued over 70 people in the Auckland Anniversary floods and did so 

operating out of storage shipping containers.  

·         Our facilities aren’t a nice to have, they are the heart of our service. Allocated 

funding is essential to ensure the continued operation of our clubs and the safety of 

beachgoers. The amount requested is minimal when compared to the benefit it will 

have for the region. 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Hibiscus and Bays 
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Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Henderson-Massey proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Support the development of community led 

resilience networks in our area, so our 

community and organisations will know who 

does what, where to get information and 

how to help, including in emergencies. 

Very Important 

Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 

contamination and sedimentation through 

methods such as re-naturalisation, or 

daylighting. 

Fairly Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

Fairly 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 2024-2034? 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water Do more 

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

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, Waitākere 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 Waitākere 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 1c, Auckland Council has a central proposal that 

recommends spending more where it is needed most. Surf Life Saving facilities are a 

critical component of our community. They have served as temporary welfare and 

community centres, as well as civil defence centres during regional emergencies, 

including during the Auckland Anniversary flooding and Cyclone Gabrielle. Mairangi 

Bay Surf Lifesaving Club volunteers rescued over 70 people in the Auckland 

Anniversary floods and did so operating out of storage shipping containers.  

·         Our facilities aren’t a nice to have, they are the heart of our service. Allocated 

funding is essential to ensure the continued operation of our clubs and the safety of 

beachgoers. The amount requested is minimal when compared to the benefit it will 

have for the region. 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 
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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 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Support the development of community led 

resilience networks in our area, so our 

community and organisations will know who 

does what, where to get information and 

how to help, including in emergencies. 

Fairly Important 

Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 

contamination and sedimentation through 

Fairly Important 
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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. 

 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

other shared experiences in our public 

spaces for all. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

“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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 

debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development  

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Surf lifesaving clubs play a vital role in our community, providing essential services to 

keep our beaches safe. However, many of these facilities are reaching end-of-life and 

are in need of replacement. Without adequate funding, our clubs will struggle to 

continue their lifesaving work effectively. 
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·         Without fit-for-purpose facilities that people enjoy visiting, the Auckland region 

risks losing the volunteers who provide the service, spelling the end of more than a 

hundred years of vigilance on our beaches. 

·         We therefore request that Auckland Council allocates $8.02 million in funding 

within the Long Term Plan specifically earmarked for the rebuilds and ongoing 

maintenance of surf lifesaving club facilities, as per Surf Lifesaving Northern Region’s 

Surf 10:20 Capital Development proposal. 

·         Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving Club has existed in its current location for 70 

years. The current membership comprises ~150 active lifeguards, over 500 Junior Surf 

children aged 6-14yrs and a further ~600 associate members. The building is well past 

its useful life and can no longer adequately cater for its membership and activities. A 

new building is therefore imperative to continue being able to serve the membership 

and community. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

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, Waitākere 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 Waitākere 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 1c, Auckland Council has a central proposal that recommends 

spending more where it is needed most. Surf Life Saving facilities are a critical 

component of our community. They have served as temporary welfare and community 

centres, as well as civil defence centres during regional emergencies, including during 

the Auckland Anniversary flooding and Cyclone Gabrielle. Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving 

Club volunteers rescued over 70 people in the Auckland Anniversary floods and did so 

operating out of storage shipping containers. 

·         Our facilities aren’t 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 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 
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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 2024-2034? 

I 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? 

Fairly Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Support the development of community led 

resilience networks in our area, so our 

community and organisations will know who 

does what, where to get information and 

how to help, including in emergencies. 

Fairly Important 

Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 

contamination and sedimentation through 

Fairly Important 
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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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

other shared experiences in our public 

spaces for all. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

“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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Other 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water 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? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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. 

I don't know 
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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. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 
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Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Henderson-Massey proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

I 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? 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

Not Important 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

Very Important 
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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. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 

debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Auckland City desperately needs more public transport and active transport funding. 

For decades, this has gone underinvested, resulting in a public transport network that 

lags far behind what the city needs. Regardless of whether the government wants to 
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fund it, Auckland Council should start work on a surface-level light rail network from the 

city centre to the airport, to west Auckland and to the north shore.  

The city also desperately needs to face the climate crisis head-on and should put more 

funding towards both decarbonising the city (the aforementioned PT investment will 

help here) but also into adaption. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I support the planned public transport investments in the pay more option, the $50 cap 

is a great idea. However, council should not roll back funding for cycleways or 

pedestrian crossings, we need to encourage and increase active transport usage. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Active transport and rail need more investments than what was mentioned in the plan. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Transport spending is already far too lopsided in favour of road/ car infrastructure. With 

the exception of safety improvements, car-based infrastructure investment should be 

minimal. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

878



#8857 
 

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: 

Privatisation of the city's strategic assets is a terrible idea, and an unproven fund is not 

a good enough justification for doing so. 

 

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: 

Democratic control of both the Airport and ports will be vital in coming decades and 

they should not be sold off so private corporations. 

 

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? 

I don't know 
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Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I 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 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere 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. 

I 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Henderson-Massey proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

I 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? 

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 

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 2024-2034? 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Would prefer more focus on improving public transport to provide effective alternatives 

to driving. Such as ensuring busses have priority for faster and more reliable journey 

times. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Bus priority 

 

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,Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Underutilised but shouldn't be.  Good location & access, relatively new, large 

population on the north shore.  Seems like it could be managed better to increase 

attendance, and revenue. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

unclear what the financial benefits may be if the wharf were removed from port 

operations 

 

886



#8863 
 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere 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. 

I 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 
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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 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/2025? 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

Fairly Important 
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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. 

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 2024-2034? 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

I 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 As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

·         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? 

I 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: 
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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)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I 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? 

I 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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 
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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. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

I don't know 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

I 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. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere 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. 

I 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? 

·         With regard to Question 1c, Auckland Council has a central proposal that 

recommends spending more where it is needed most. Surf Life Saving facilities are a 

critical component of our community. They have served as temporary welfare and 

community centres, as well as civil defence centres during regional emergencies, 

including during the Auckland Anniversary flooding and Cyclone Gabrielle. Mairangi 

Bay Surf Lifesaving Club volunteers rescued over 70 people in the Auckland 

Anniversary floods and did so operating out of storage shipping containers. 

·         Our facilities aren’t a nice to have, they are the heart of our service. Allocated 

funding is essential to ensure the continued operation of our clubs and the safety of 

beachgoers. The amount requested is minimal when compared to the benefit it will 

have for the region. 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Hibiscus and Bays 
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Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Henderson-Massey proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

I 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 
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Support the development of community led 

resilience networks in our area, so our 

community and organisations will know who 

does what, where to get information and 

how to help, including in emergencies. 

Very Important 

Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 

contamination and sedimentation through 

methods such as re-naturalisation, or 

daylighting. 

Fairly Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

other shared experiences in our public 

spaces for all. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

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? 
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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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

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. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

Support 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

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, Waitākere 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. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 
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7c. What do you think of the Henderson-Massey proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/2025? 

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. 

Not Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

Not Important 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

other shared experiences in our public 

spaces for all. 

Fairly Important 
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Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Hibiscus and Bays proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Reduce cultural and art spend. Get the basics right and focus budget on this. Hie. 

Solve waste water/storm water contamination during rain events.
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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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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 As proposed 

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? 

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)? 
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Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

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 
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increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

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, Waitākere 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. 
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Increase the Waitākere 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? 

·         With regard to Question 1c, Auckland Council has a central proposal that 

recommends spending more where it is needed most. Surf Life Saving facilities are a 

critical component of our community. They have served as temporary welfare and 

community centres, as well as civil defence centres during regional emergencies, 

including during the Auckland Anniversary flooding and Cyclone Gabrielle. Mairangi 

Bay Surf Lifesaving Club volunteers rescued over 70 people in the Auckland 

Anniversary floods and did so operating out of storage shipping containers. 

·         Our facilities aren’t a nice to have, they are the heart of our service. Allocated 

funding is essential to ensure the continued operation of our clubs and the safety of 

beachgoers. The amount requested is minimal when compared to the benefit it will 

have for the region. 

 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Henderson-Massey proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/2025? 

 

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 
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does what, where to get information and 

how to help, including in emergencies. 

Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 

contamination and sedimentation through 

methods such as re-naturalisation, or 

daylighting. 

 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

other shared experiences in our public 

spaces for all. 

 

Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

“Finalising the review of the 2015 Mairangi 

Bay Reserve Management plan and 

supporting the Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving 

Club to progress its redevelopment project 

is imperative for the upcoming year.” 

Tell us why 

“It should be a priority to deliver the Mairangi Bay Reserve Management Plan 

outcomes within the 10 year period, including a new surf lifesaving club building and 

associated storage, road closure and seawall maintenance.” 

 

7c. What do you think of the Hibiscus and Bays proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 

debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development 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? 

Cycle 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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Get rid of food scraps bins 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Don't stop the cycle initiatives - the hard work is done now in some areas just needs to 

be connected like any network it works best when it's connected together 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Cycling 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Cultural junk 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Needs more 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)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

Future 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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. 

I 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, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 
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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 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/2025? 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

Not Important 
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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. 

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. 

complete cycle lanes 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 

debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

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? 

 Bring back the rubbish bins. Move the green areas more. 

 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 
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are in need of replacement. Without adequate funding, our clubs will struggle to 

continue their lifesaving work effectively.  

·         Without fit-for-purpose facilities that people enjoy visiting, the Auckland region 

risks losing the volunteers who provide the service, spelling the end of more than a 

hundred years of vigilance on our beaches.  

·         We therefore request that Auckland Council allocates $8.02 million in funding 

within the 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? 

Less road works. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Less, bus lanes e.g. eastc oact road, one bus every 10mins. Make it a t2 at least. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Rubbish bins. People can't help themselves but to litter. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 
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Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 
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Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

924



#9006 
 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Henderson-Massey proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/2025? 

Very Important 
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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. 

Not Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

Fairly 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 2024-2034? 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community 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? 

sort Infrastructure and put in place rules so property owners have to take more 

responsibility for maintenance of their property, so neighboring properties are not 

impacted. 

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 wasting money on public transport that's not making a difference. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Fresh management could bring better use of the stadium and could get more income 

and use from it. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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: 

to help reduce costs to everyday house hold as in rates 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? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

Other 
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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. 

Other 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

I 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 Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

I 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 
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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 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Support the development of community led 

resilience networks in our area, so our 

community and organisations will know who 

does what, where to get information and 

how to help, including in emergencies. 

Fairly Important 

Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 

contamination and sedimentation through 

methods such as re-naturalisation, or 

daylighting. 

I don't know 

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. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Hibiscus and Bays proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 

debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

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: 

Cricket venue would be great 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

The shares were free they are providing income and should not be 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 
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Tell us here: 

A 35 year lease would increase the cost of everything that arrives in NZ through the 

port since they would want to make a large profit to cover costs 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Area needed for port operations 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

Support 
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the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

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, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 
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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 2024-2034? 

I 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 

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 

Very Important 
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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. 

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 2024-2034? 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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  

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. 

941



#9119 
 

·         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, Waitākere 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 Waitākere 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 1c, Auckland Council has a central proposal that 

recommends spending more where it is needed most. Surf Life Saving facilities are a 

critical component of our community. They have served as temporary welfare and 

community centres, as well as civil defence centres during regional emergencies, 

including during the Auckland Anniversary flooding and Cyclone Gabrielle. Mairangi 

Bay Surf Lifesaving Club volunteers rescued over 70 people in the Auckland 

Anniversary floods and did so operating out of storage shipping containers. 

·         Our facilities aren’t a nice to have, they are the heart of our service. Allocated 

funding is essential to ensure the continued operation of our clubs and the safety of 

beachgoers. The amount requested is minimal when compared to the benefit it will 

have for the region. 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Support the development of community led 

resilience networks in our area, so our 

community and organisations will know who 

does what, where to get information and 

how to help, including in emergencies. 
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Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 

contamination and sedimentation through 

methods such as re-naturalisation, or 

daylighting. 

 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

other shared experiences in our public 

spaces for all. 

 

Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

Finalising the review of the 2015 Mairangi 

Bay Reserve Management plan and 

supporting the Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving 

Club to progress its redevelopment project 

is imperative for the upcoming year. 

Tell us why 

It should be a priority to deliver the Mairangi Bay Reserve Management Plan outcomes 

within the 10 year period, including a new surf lifesaving club building and associated 

storage, road closure and seawall maintenance. 

 

7c. What do you think of the Hibiscus and Bays proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do 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? 

Get their house in order to many people being paid to much 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Cut the management levels 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Because AT and the council doesn't have a clue how to run the transport system now, 

it would be a waste of money, it is run bya bunch of idiots 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

What the council needs is to stick to the core objectives 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Yes cut the levels of high paid staff, 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Because it is run by idiots at the moment, 

 

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: 

Good way of raising money 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Hopefully it will get rates down 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

We need to keep Auckland looking smart, stick to the core business. 

 

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: 

Stop wasting money, by not doing this 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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. 

 

950



#9144 
 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere 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? 

What ever people say,Auckland council is just paying lip service to the people 

 

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 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 
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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. 

 

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 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Support the development of community led 

resilience networks in our area, so our 

community and organisations will know who 

does what, where to get information and 

how to help, including in emergencies. 

Fairly Important 

Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 

contamination and sedimentation through 

methods such as re-naturalisation, or 

daylighting. 

Fairly Important 
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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. 

Not Important 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

other shared experiences in our public 

spaces for all. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Hibiscus and Bays proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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 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? 
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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: 

North Harbour Stadium has hosted world class events as well as local sports teams. It 

is important to the community to have this venue and it should not be re-developed. If 

it is not functioning as intended,  a change in operational management is the best 

option. 

 

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? 

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 

Support 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

I 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 
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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 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/2025? 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

Fairly 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 

modes of transport. 

I would like to see a bit more focus on the 

environment, but good to see water quality 

is a priority. Having safe path networks is 

also really important, especially for children 

and families. 

Tell us why 

I agree with them in general, but allot of them sit outside the local board decision 

making process and are more around advocacy. I would like some more focus around 

priorities they can control. 

 

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? 

960



#  

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Get rid of the Port from Auckland City landscape completely within 5-10 years!  Move it 

to the Manukau Harbour no matter what engineering it takes.  Use public / private 

partnership to develop a world class city as Sydney Australia has done with beautiful 

expansive walkways / cycle ways linking  the City to Tamaki Drive.  This should be  the 

main focus for Auckland's future pride and prosperity.  Do not go down the lease path 
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and tie Auckland into keeping the Port where it is for the next 30 years!  What a 

disaster that would be.  It's like having a dump as your neighbour but arguing that as 

long as it delivers a profit then who cares.  It's on prime development land and MUST 

go.  That's the only reason Wayne Brown was voted in for goodness sake! 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Wind back the years and stick to the core council roles involving essential services.  

Then be ruthless in cutting roles around the edges involving non measurable services 

like small community events, various cultural groups and selecting the most expensive 

sites to run council services.  Stop  trying to do bits of everything and focus on what 

really matters for the best possible cost. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

The sooner  the Hop card  goes the better and the capped payment works well in 

Sydney Australia.  The bus lanes need to take priority at congestion  points e.g. Lake 

Road Takapuna just  before Esmonde Road.  Scooters should  be able to use the 

residential bus lanes to reduce cars going to the city and provide a 'safe journey' away 

from cars. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Get the cycle  way  from the City to  Takapuna 

 

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: 
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If you actually build a downtown waterfront stadium then  North Harbour could  go BUT 

if  there  is  no waterfront stadium then keep North Harbour and reduce the costs to 

users.  Perhaps lease the stadium for 10 years and let a private company run events 

and concerts from  there. That way ownership is maintained  with no cost to council.  

BUILD the sunken waterfront stadium next to Britomart Train Station and the Ferry 

terminals!!! 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

The Airport shares need to be retained - for now.  Fix the  finances through other 

means and cost cutting council salaries and staff 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

The number  one priority for Auckland should be to move Port from it's current  

location!!  It lacks any  vision to even  contemplate retaining the Port where it is now.   

Move it to Manukau Harbour and free up the absolute prime downtown land for 

public/private partnership development to  make  Auckland  a truly desirable  

international   destination.   Increased tourism long term and the share beautification of 

Auckland will well and truly cover the lost revenue from leasing the Port for 35 long 

years!  This is the councils moment  to transform Auckland and  New Zealand.  Stop 

procrastinating and just get on with it.  There have been many beautiful concepts for  

the  area 

 

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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Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Just move the Port.  The pleasure it would give Auckland residents and tourists having 

it gone from this prime location far outweighs and income it may potentially bring.  It's 

location is ruining Auckland's future prosperity.  Move it. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

Move but this is at least a start the whole Port.  Great spot for a sunken stadium! 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Move much quicker that 15 years!  Build the covered Stadium here within 5 years. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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 Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

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 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 
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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 2024-2034? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/2025? 

Not Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Support the development of community led 

resilience networks in our area, so our 

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. 

Not Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

Not Important 
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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 

modes of transport. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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? 

Move the Port completely from downtown  Auckland with urgency - 5 years.  Build a 

magnificent downtown covered stadium next to the bus/train and ferry services.  

Provide a 'safe traffic lane' for bikes/scooters from Takapuna (with  other area 

connects)to Downtown Auckland.  Seek more funding from Govt via  IRD or GST 

takings.
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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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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 Do less 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

more bicycle and pedestrian options on the roads 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

maintaining roads for cars 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

make streets more livable 

 

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: 

keep airport and port in council assesses 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 
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Tell us here: 

retain port and lease it out 

 

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) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

Support 
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increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 
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Increase the Waitākere 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. 

I 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 
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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 2024-2034? 

I 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? 

Fairly Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Support the development of community led 

resilience networks in our area, so our 

community and organisations will know who 

does what, where to get information and 

how to help, including in emergencies. 

Fairly Important 

Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 

contamination and sedimentation through 

methods such as re-naturalisation, or 

daylighting. 

Fairly Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

Not Important 
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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. 

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 2024-2034? 

 

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community 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? 

like randomly changing what goes into the recycle bins? please no 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

less people better processes 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

even with post-covid working from home traffic is an issue that can easily be resolved 

with proper public transport which Auckland currently does not have 

 

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: 

why is obvious, how about you improve its appeal and try to attract more events 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 
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Tell us here: 

the information here does not provide how much money the port does currently with 

the current arrangements. I'm not gonna read the whole document so I don't know if 

that is a wise divestment or not. 

 

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: 

there are enough buildings and facilities in that area to not justify this 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

Support 
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the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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. 

I don't know 
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Increase the Waitākere 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. 

I 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? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 
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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 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/2025? 

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 

Very Important 
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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. 

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 2024-2034? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

If AT is also under AC management I think you need to work with police to increase 

security in public transport stops and vehicles.
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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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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  

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? 

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: 
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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: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

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, Waitākere 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 Waitākere 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? 

With regard to Question 1c, Auckland Council has a central proposal that recommends 

spending more where it is needed most. Surf Life Saving facilities are a critical 

component of our community. They have served as temporary welfare and community 

centres, as well as civil defence centres during regional emergencies, including during 

the Auckland Anniversary flooding and Cyclone Gabrielle. Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving 

Club volunteers rescued over 70 people in the Auckland Anniversary floods and did so 

operating out of storage shipping containers. 

·         Our facilities aren’t a nice to have, they are the heart of our service. Allocated 

funding is essential to ensure the continued operation of our clubs and the safety of 

beachgoers. The amount requested is minimal when compared to the benefit it will 

have for the region. 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Henderson-Massey proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/2025? 

 

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 

 

988



#9253 
 

does what, where to get information and 

how to help, including in emergencies. 

Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 

contamination and sedimentation through 

methods such as re-naturalisation, or 

daylighting. 

 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

other shared experiences in our public 

spaces for all. 

 

Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

 

“Finalising the review of the 2015 Mairangi 

Bay Reserve Management plan and 

supporting the Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving 

Club to progress its redevelopment project 

is imperative for the upcoming year.” 

·         With regard to Question 7c: 

“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.” 

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.” 
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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? 

990



#  

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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

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. 

We request that the Auckland council allocates $8.02 million in funding within the long 

term plan specifically earmarked for the rebuilds and ongoing maintenance of surf 
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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 of 150 active lifeguards, over 500 junior Surf 

children aged 6-14years and a further 600 associate members. The building is well 

past its useful life and can no longer adequately cater for its membership - 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? 

I 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,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

- it has a great location - it close to transport links and should be upgraded so It can be 

used more often. 
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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: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I 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? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
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increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere 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? 

Re question 1c Auckland City Council has a central proposal that recommends 

spending more where it is need most - surf life saving facilities are a critical component 

of our community. they have served 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 70 people in the Auckland anniversary floods and so so operating 

out of storage shiipping 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 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Henderson-Massey proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/2025? 

Very Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Support the development of community led 

resilience networks in our area, so our 

community and organisations will know who 

does what, where to get information and 

how to help, including in emergencies. 

Fairly Important 

Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 

contamination and sedimentation through 

methods such as re-naturalisation, or 

daylighting. 

Fairly Important 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

other shared experiences in our public 

spaces for all. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

the 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? 
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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: Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

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? 

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)? 
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I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I 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? 

I 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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I 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) 

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, Waitākere 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 Waitākere 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? 

With regard to Question 1c, Auckland Council has a central proposal that recommends 

spending more where it is needed most. Surf Life Saving facilities are a critical 

component of our community. They have served as temporary welfare and community 

centres, as well as civil defence centres during regional emergencies, including during 

the Auckland Anniversary flooding and Cyclone Gabrielle. Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving 

Club volunteers rescued over 70 people in the Auckland Anniversary floods and did so 

operating out of storage shipping containers. 

·         Our facilities aren’t a nice to have, they are the heart of our service. Allocated 

funding is essential to ensure the continued operation of our clubs and the safety of 

beachgoers. The amount requested is minimal when compared to the benefit it will 

have for the region. 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Hibiscus and Bays 

 

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025? 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Our People – create opportunities that 

support connectedness, diversity and 

inclusion in our community. 

 

Our Environment – focus on initiatives that 

increase tree canopy cover, improve water 

health and provide for resilient and low 

carbon communities across Henderson-

Massey. 

 

Our Community – ensure the maintenance 

and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local 

services and spaces meet the needs of our 

diverse communities. 

 

Our Places – support initiatives that 

improve walking and cycling opportunities. 

 

Our Economy – continue to support the 

Western Initiative to deliver the Youth 

Connections programme. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Henderson-Massey proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/2025? 

 

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 
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does what, where to get information and 

how to help, including in emergencies. 

Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 

contamination and sedimentation through 

methods such as re-naturalisation, or 

daylighting. 

 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

other shared experiences in our public 

spaces for all. 

 

Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

Finalising the review of the 2015 Mairangi 

Bay Reserve Management plan and 

supporting the Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving 

Club to progress its redevelopment project 

is imperative for the upcoming year.” 

 

Tell us why 

It should be a priority to deliver the Mairangi Bay Reserve Management Plan outcomes 

within the 10 year period, including a new surf lifesaving club building and associated 

storage, road closure and seawall maintenance. 

 

7c. What do you think of the Hibiscus and Bays proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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