e/ 9

Long-Term Plan 2024-2034
(10-year budget)

Written Feedback

Kaipatiki Volume #2

April 2024




Sub # Organisation Name Page Number

8544 Hado New Zealand Ltd 825
9903 Beach Haven Bowling Club 1300
12096 Eventfinda Stadium (North Shore Events Centre trust Board) 1840

12142 Hearts & Minds NZ 1851



b oo\t

\.-'4.

h_]

#6348

a

b

\

Long-term Plan 2024-2034

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

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

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

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

Remove ATEED and PANUKU from the Auckland City Council and let them Stand
alone in the Private Sector.
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Do not support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Auckland Transport couldnt make a sandwich to take to a Pinic.

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

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

Middle mangers and above, Consultants

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:

Problem areas should be return to Central Government.

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:

Common Sense

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?

Other

Tell us why:
Ferries Should be able dock without being held up by Cruise Ships

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

Other

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.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

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

Support

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

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

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

Local board priorities

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

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

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

| support most priorities

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

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

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

Very 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
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

Very Important

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

Not Important

Tell us why

No more Them and Us. We Are ONE New Zealand

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

20347

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

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?

Remove all funding foe "cultural" projects.
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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?

Raised pedestrian crossings and speed humps. Reduce current excessive traffic
management.

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

Change the operational management

Tell us why:

Better utilize development for the community. Don't sell he land!

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

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:

Reduce rates - some of us cannot afford to continue to pay increased rating fees.

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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

Support

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

Support

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

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

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

Support

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

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

| don't know

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

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?

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

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

| do not support most priorities

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

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

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

Supporting a community-led approach for Not Important
the delivery of relevant and diverse services
that connect the community

Supporting environmental groups, Not Important
community volunteers, and our diverse
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communities to carry out environmental
restoration projects, including stream clean-
ups, habitat improvement, native riparian
planting, and pest control.

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline
Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te
Wai Manawa alongside our community to
address the issues caused by flooding and
seawater inundation.

Not Important

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

Not Important

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

Not Important

Tell us why

Lower rates!

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

20347

8. Do you have any other comments?

Lower rates - once we cannot afford to pay AC will have less to play with! Concentrate

on the basics not the nice to haves.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

Your feedback

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

Proceed with the central proposal

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

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

Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support As proposed

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

Maintenance of Councils parks, off road e.g. bush tracks and beaches.

Sorting out the discharge of sewerage to our beaches.
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1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Focus on corridor improvements, including cycleways on key transport routes

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

Public transport e.g. improvements to payment and/or passes options
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 Harbour stadium was previously a well run and valuable asset to Auckland, it
hosted a variety of sporting and cultural events, including Under 21 Fifa World Cup. It
is only due to mismanagement and underinvestment that it is no longer fit for purpose
for a number of events and is therefore the now 'the least utilised facility in the
Auckland outdoor regional stadium network'.

The potential for North Harbour stadium to contribute to the economy and events
landscape of Auckland is huge, and it has a role to play where Eden Park with its large
size and restrictions on the scale and timing of certain activities cannot.

Its location next to the improved motorway network and the now built Albany busway
has also changed how you can access the stadium for events, with additional
connectivity improvements anticipated in the future on the wider network.
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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?

Other

Tell us here:

Split between operational and Auckland future fund

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:



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
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

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

Support

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

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

| don't know

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

| don't know

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

Any additional charges for schools will take away from money they have to spend in

other areas - suggest government subsidises this instead.

Local board priorities

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

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

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

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

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

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

Very Important

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

Fairly Important

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

Very 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.

Fairly Important

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

Not Important

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

Fairly Important

Tell us why

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

20347
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8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

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

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

Ensuring we have a clean sustainable water supply

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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Don’t buy out any more properties affected by flooding

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:

We need to improve public transport around the city. The hard work and disruption has
been going for a long time, need to start getting some of the reward back

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

Ferry services

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

Car licensing. Make it harder for people to get a drivers license. So many drivers are
unaware of the road rules, which cause frustration and traffic backlogs.

Less cycle ways

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Other

Tell us why:

Sell the asset for privatisation and put the money into other council uses.

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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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Generate revenue for expenditure

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:

Feel some services for council are wasteful so would rather it go toward better future
focused intiatives

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

Tell us here:

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

| don't know

Tell us why:

Hard to tell the benefits. If council could sell the asset or generate more funding
compared to the decrease in value after sale then go for it

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

| don't know
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Tell us why:

Same as above

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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

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

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

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse Do not support
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

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

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

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

Local board priorities

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

Kaipatiki

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

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?
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Investing in the maintenance and renewal
of our parks, playgrounds, recreation

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

Very Important

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

Not 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.

Fairly Important

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

Not Important

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

Not Important

Tell us why

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

20347

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

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:

Public transport is key.

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

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

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

| don't know

Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

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

prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

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

Tell us here:

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

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

benefit.

Tell us why:

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

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

Support

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

Support

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

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

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

Support

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

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

| don't know

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

| don't know
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

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

Local board priorities

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

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

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

| support all priorities

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

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

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

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

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

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline
Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te
Wai Manawa alongside our community to
address the issues caused by flooding and
seawater inundation.

Fairly Important

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

Very Important

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

Fairly Important

Tell us why

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

20347

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

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 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?

Footpaths

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

Change the operational management

Tell us why:

Public Land once sold is virtually impossible to get back. Auckland has a dearth of
locations for some types of events such as festivals or medium to large conventions.
North Harbor Stadium also has quite good access to public transport via the Northern
busway

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

| don't know

Tell us why:

For Gods sake not another Council Controlled Organization! Haven't you learnt from
AT and Water Care?

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:

I very much doubt you'll get 2.1 billion. that would mean an after tax profit of 60 mill a
year to beak even. | think your getting around 35 mill now?

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

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have 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:

Move the Cars to northport keep containers at Auckland



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

Do not support

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

Do not support

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

Do not support

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

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

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

Do not support

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

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

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

Local board priorities

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

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

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

| do not support most priorities

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

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

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

Fairly Important

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

Not Important

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

Fairly Important

Tell us why

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

20347

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

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 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 all of the proposal

Tell us why:

Sensible, encompassing and manageable

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:

Until improved transport networks are in place temporarily hold on further development

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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:

If airport falls into overseas investor hands a key arterial access to Auckland might be
used as bargaining chips for further controls

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

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

The Port is part of a broader sweep of Auckland's waterfront. Careless use might
endanger tourism, leisure activities, fuel and sewage leaks into the harbour, etc.

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 until a more stable global economy is back in place.

4d. Do you have 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, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

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

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

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

Local board priorities

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

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

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

| support all priorities

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

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

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

Very 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
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

Fairly Important

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

Very Important

Tell us why

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

20347

Community-focussed - very good.

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

Your feedback

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

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

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

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

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

stop wasting money

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

stop wasting money
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

cycle ways will not be used

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

repair potholes properly the first time not just touch up that opens up in the next rain

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

stop wasting money on unnecessary crossings

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

Change the operational management

Tell us why:

it is being under used , schools and other organizations can make use of 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:

get more money from those shares

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?
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| don't know
Tell us here:

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

| don't know
Tell us here:
4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?
Tell us here:

stop wasting money

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

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

Tell us why:

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

| don't know
Tell us why:

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

Do not support

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

Support

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

Do not support

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

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

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

Support

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

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

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

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

stop wasting money

Local board priorities

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

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

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

| don't know

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

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

facilities, and other public spaces so they
continue to meet our communities needs.
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Supporting a community-led approach for
the delivery of relevant and diverse services
that connect the community

Fairly Important

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

Fairly Important

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline
Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te
Wai Manawa alongside our community to
address the issues caused by flooding and
seawater inundation.

Not Important

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

Not Important

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

Not Important

Tell us why

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

20347

they don't have a clue , just stop wasting money

8. Do you have any other comments?

|
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

Your feedback

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

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

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

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

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

no

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

Do everything less as the majority of the services do not apply to me
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Don’t support any of the proposal

Tell us why:

IT doesn't enhance nor optimise the traffic.

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

build the second harbour bridge or crossing now. stop spending on nonsense. Action
more, that way, you will spend less.

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

yes. spend less on mayor and top management salaries.

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management

Tell us why:

North Harbour is the newly built stadium and we should utilise it to the fullest.

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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:

What's the next investment of selling AlA shares? some of those funds should be use
to invest and some should be used for others
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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:

council needs $ from somewhere

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

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

the profit/dividend should be fund the council services to lesses expenses

4d. Do you have 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?
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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.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

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

Do not support

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

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

Do not support

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

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

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?

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

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

| do not support most priorities

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

Not 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

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

Not Important

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

Fairly Important

Tell us why

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

20347

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

Your feedback

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

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

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

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

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

No

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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You have no money. Out of control Council overspent rate payer money in a reckless
and ungoverned way. Industrial scale wastage of funds on pet projects, non-essential
projects and anti-car Auckland Transport has led to this blow-out which again, Council,
rather than cut its cloth to suit, goes back to rate payers to bail them out!

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

We have had recent road up-grading experience with AT. They are arrogant and
unconcerned at the inconvenience caused to road users and in our case, affected
businesses. AT is managed by green ideologues that have pushed ahead with their pet
anti-car projects against the wishes of the wider public who just wishes to move about
the city quickly and efficiently. No-one (very few) but AT and green members of Council
wanted the massive proliferation of speed bumps, pedestrian crossings, and cycle
ways. The result of arrogantly pushing ahead with this nonsense (without any regard to
cost) is hundreds of millions of dollars of lost commerce, endlessly frustrated drivers
(that routinely run red lights to avoid delays) and a huge increase in emissions as tens
of thousands of litres of petrol and diesel are wasted every day as drivers sit in traffic
jams, run the gauntlet of speed bumps, pedestrian crossings, and cycle ways as they
constantly and unnecessarily brake and accelerate. The general belief is that ATs has
as a core belief that it must throw up every obstacle it can in way of the motorist. Ironic
as it is the opposite effect to their utopian Net Zero wet dream.

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

No. Just fix the roads!

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

All Council and AT non-essential projects. Just stop wasting our money!

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

Change the operational management
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Tell us why:

It's an underutilised resource.

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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:

Sell the shares to reduce debt. | have not seen any convincing unadulterated data that
gives cause for Climate Change alarm. The IPCC has NOT declared a climate
emergency. Can the Council release to the public the documentation it has relied on to
conclude that it must divert millions of rate payers dollars to this cause? There will be
none of course as Council is in the thrall of the green alarmists it appears. Even if
Council believed Net Zero was going to save the planet (who in their right

minds......... ), why should one generation bear the cost?

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:

Install proper management to make it profitable. If a potential Leasee could be
profitable, why can't Council make it so with the proper management?

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

Tell us here:

None.

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

| don't know

Tell us why:

Aren't they already providing public benefit?

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

| don't know

Tell us why:

Aren't they already providing public benefit?

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.

| don't know

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

Do not support

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

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

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

properties and boundaries.

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

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?
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Just stop wasting our money and better monitor project costs to avoid the massive and
excessively expensive contracts being awarded.

Local board priorities

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

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

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

| do not support any priorities

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

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

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

Supporting a community-led approach for Not Important
the delivery of relevant and diverse services
that connect the community

Supporting environmental groups, Not Important
community volunteers, and our diverse
communities to carry out environmental
restoration projects, including stream clean-
ups, habitat improvement, native riparian
planting, and pest control.
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Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline Fairly Important
Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te
Wai Manawa alongside our community to
address the issues caused by flooding and
seawater inundation.

Supporting a community climate activation Not Important
programme to support and amplify
community initiatives identified in the
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

Building relationships with local iwi and Not Important
mataawaka groups so that Kaipatiki is rich
with Maori identity and culture.

Tell us why

Just stick to core responsibilities!!!

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

Just stick to core responsibilities!!! Try to understand that house holders don't have
more money to give and wasteful Council spending has put itself in this position.

8. Do you have any other comments?

Just stick to core responsibilities!!! Try to understand that house holders don't have
more money to give and wasteful Council spending has put itself in this position.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

Your feedback

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

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

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

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

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

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

Do bare minimum for the next 1-2 years while we are in a cost of living crisis. Let's
make more investment when we (the people) can afford it
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Do not support most of the proposal

Tell us why:
Reduce public transport on large loss making routes
Don't cap public transport costs per week - it should be a pay by use policy.

Reduce non essential transport infrastructure works eg. although Queen Street looks
more desirable, that has been the greatest waste of money

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

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

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

| don't know

Tell us why:

This isn't a priority for me

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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:

Diversifying risk is essential and having a focus on returns, will inevitably lead to better
outcomes for the fun
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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:

Gives us the money we need now but retain the option over 35 years to reassess
what's in the best interest for Auckland long term

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

Other

Tell us here:

In the short term we need to keep rate increases to a reasonable level. Once we the
people have the money to fund these increases, we can reassess what we do with the
dividends and reallocate to the fund

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

The alternative is lower revenue from port operations and higher emissions of
transporting goods by road/rail

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

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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

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

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

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Other

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse Do not support
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Do not support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

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

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

Recycling charges should be applied to private, fee paying schools

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

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

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

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?
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Investing in the maintenance and renewal
of our parks, playgrounds, recreation

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

Not Important

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

Not 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
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

Not Important

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

Not Important

Tell us why

Rates should be spent on essential infrastructure maintenance while also preserving
native bush. New playgrounds etc are a nice to have when we can afford it, which we

can't currently.

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

20347

\1

0
S

P
===




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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

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:

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

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

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is

Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

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

| don't know

Tell us here:

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

Do not support

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

Do not support

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

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

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

Support

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

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

| don't know

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

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

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

Local board priorities

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

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

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

| support most priorities

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

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

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

Supporting a community-led approach for Not Important
the delivery of relevant and diverse services
that connect the community

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

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline
Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te
Wai Manawa alongside our community to
address the issues caused by flooding and
seawater inundation.

Not Important

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

Not Important

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

Not Important

Tell us why

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

20347

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

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?

Stop putting on events and hiring a team of staff, there is a cost of living crisis. We
don't need your events.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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Empty busses driving around all day and night is just a kick in the guts as a ratepayer

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Do not support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Stop putting in cycleways. | go weeks and weeks without seeing a cyclist. This isn't
Christchurch

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

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

Stop putting in cycleways. | go weeks and weeks without seeing a cyclist. This isn't
Christchurch. Stop un necessary road changes. Like the four sets of traffic lights you
just put at the intersection of Coronation and Glenfield Roads in Hillcrest. What a
waste of money

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is

Tell us why:

I have known this stadium well for the last 25 years, but this shouldn't be a priority
when we need to concentrate on keeping more of the rate payers money in their
pockets while times are this tough. Its a shame, but we can't have our cake and eat it
too

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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:

Sell sell sell'!! Do it

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:

Get the money, Auckland needs it.

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

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and | don't know
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

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

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

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support

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

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

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

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

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

Local board priorities

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

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

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

| do not support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?
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Investing in the maintenance and renewal
of our parks, playgrounds, recreation

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

Not Important

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

Not 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.

Fairly Important

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

Not Important

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

Not Important

Tell us why

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

20347

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

Your feedback

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

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

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

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

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

Investment in Public Transport, Cycleways, and Pedestrian access.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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Investment in Car and Truck based transport solutions.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Emphasis on Public Transport will have benefits across the Transport System, in
addition to wider Auckland System.

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?

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:

Maintaining council ownership of critical enterprises and infrastructure is key to
ensuring these are aligned with delivery of the needs of Auckland. This may not always
be aligned with that of the shareholders or other majority owners.
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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:

Maintaining ownership and control of critical assets ensures that they continue to
deliver what is needed for Auckland, not their shareholders/other owners.

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

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

The city should be self-sustaining through those who live and work in the city. These
funds should be directly invested in the city, and enabling the city to generate more
wealth, not in a fund which does not directly invest in the city.

4d. Do you have 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 provides a critical link for he city, and is already operating near capacity for its
current area. Reducing the port operating capacity will reduce the service from the
port, increasing congestion on roads, and demand on rail transport.
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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:

The port provides a critical link for he city, and is already operating near capacity for its
current area. Reducing the port operating capacity will reduce the service from the
port, increasing congestion on roads, and demand on rail transport.

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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

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

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

Do not support

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

Do not support

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

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

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support

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

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

Local board priorities

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

Devonport-Takapuna,Kaipatiki

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

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

2024/20257?

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

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

Fairly Important

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

Very Important

Implement priority actions from the
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

Not Important

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

Not Important

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

Not Important

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

Fairly Important

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

Not Important

Tell us why

Lake. Road.

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-20347
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7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipatiki in 2024/20257

| support all priorities

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

Not 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
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

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

Not Important

Tell us why

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

20347

8. Do you have any other comments?

\\‘.

=
S i
===




o 2\

\.-'4.

SAY

h_]

#6595

a

b

\

Long-term Plan 2024-2034

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

Your feedback

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

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

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

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

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

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

user pays as the council failed to use taxes wisely
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

| don't know

Tell us why:

Council needs to pick a few things and do them well and cheap

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

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

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

| don't know

Tell us why:

mothball it until budget is positive again. The council can't be trusted to have anything
nice.

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

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

sell sell sell

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:

rent it out and let people know what they are doing make wealth off them

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:

debt and a group to fire those that helped the council become as pathetic as it is

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

Tell us here:

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

| don't know

Tell us why:
moth ball or lease out.

Council can not be trusted to do anything

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

| don't know

Tell us why:

council is a money pit



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

Do not support

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

Do not support

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

Do not support

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

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

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

Do not support

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

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

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

Anything proposed by the council is a bad idea.

Auckland council has failed. It is broke and will make people lose their houses due to
rate hikes

Local board priorities

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

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

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

| don't know

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?
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Investing in the maintenance and renewal
of our parks, playgrounds, recreation

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

Not Important

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

Not 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

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

Not Important

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

Not Important

Tell us why

keep things clean and leave it at that.

Council can do the rubbish and that is about it

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

20347

Auckland is broke. How about you disband and the people can start from the ruins
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8. Do you have any other comments?

Auckland council is a failed council. Super city has made a super debt and a super
sized government.

Fire people. Stop wasting money.

You are a joke.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

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 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:

Reduce the proliferation of cycleways and raised pedestrian crossings as these cause
more traffic incidents than safer economic outcomes

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

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

Cycleways and raised pedestrian crossings

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

Change the operational management

Tell us why:

Since Council's operational management in 2014 the stadium effectiveness has
deteriorated. It needs external 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)?

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

Tell us why:

Council control of financial assets has not proven to be effective or efficient

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

Tell us here:

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

prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

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

Tell us here:

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

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

port operations

Tell us why:

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

Do not 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).

Do not support

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

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

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

Do not support

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

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

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

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

Kaipatiki

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

| support most priorities

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

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

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

Supporting a community-led approach for Not Important
the delivery of relevant and diverse services
that connect the community
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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

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

Not Important

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

Not Important

Tell us why

No activities mentioned cater for the majority of the ratepayer base but are for specific

groups

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

20347

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

Your feedback

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

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

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

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

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

More consultation of rate payers before engaging in hugely costly vanity projects by
the CE, restructuring the entire council.

This is a massive waste of rate payer money by the CE which is only going to increase
inefficiency in the way the council works by tearing up working relationships between
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existing council departments and rearranging them in a way that makes no sense to
anyone who actually understands how the departments within council work, or what
they do.

Rather than completely undermining the hard work that council departments actually
do, perhaps considering saving money by removing the CE and investing in a leader
who doesn't abandon his ship and take leave the week after he anounces the worst
restructure in councils history.

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

I would like the council to do fewer costly and uneccessary restructures, and employ
fewer executives who feel the need to completely restructure council to leave their
mark on the organisation.

Any money saved by such a restructure is far outweighed by the long term monetary
and staffing costs created by uprooting the working relationships already existing
between departments and moving existing departments further away from the
departments they work with most closely in the organisation.

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)?

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?

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

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

Tell us here:

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

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

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

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.

Do not support

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

| don't know

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

Do not support
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

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

Do not support

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

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

properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support

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

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

Local board priorities

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

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

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

| support all priorities
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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
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

Fairly Important

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

Fairly Important

Tell us why

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

20347

02

|



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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

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?

Build more indoor sport facilities for community sports like basketball

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 money spent on inefficient employees

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:

It all just makes sense
2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?
2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

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)?

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?

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

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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

Support

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

Support

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

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

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

Support

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

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

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

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

Local board priorities

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

Devonport-Takapuna,Hibiscus and Bays,Kaipatiki,Upper Harbour

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

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

| support all priorities

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

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

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

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

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

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

Very Important

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

Very Important

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

Very Important

Tell us why

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

budget 2024-20347?

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities

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

| support all priorities

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.

Very Important

Tell us why

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

budget 2024-20347?

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

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

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?
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Investing in the maintenance and renewal
of our parks, playgrounds, recreation

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

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.

Very 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
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

Very Important

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

Very Important

Tell us why

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

20347

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities

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

’)!
LN

P
===




A

A e

#6631 -~

]
P —1

| support all priorities

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

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

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

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour ~ Very Important
Ethnic Peoples Plan.

Continue to invest in projects that improve Very Important
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.

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour ~ Very Important
Engagement Strategy.

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour ~ Very Important
Greenways Plan.

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

Tell us why

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

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

Which of the following options do you support?

Investigate options to sell land

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

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

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?

Be efficient

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

Maintain bureaucracy
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Don’t support any of the proposal

Tell us why:

AT is ******* gt anything they do, and are ideologically driven. The only saving grace
is they are ********** gt actually achieving anything (they could be the NZ labour party)

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

No

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

The Auckland Transport organisation.

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

Tell us here:

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

prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

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

Tell us here:

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

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

port operations

Tell us why:

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

Do not 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).

Do not support

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

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

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

Do not support

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

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

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

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

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

Kaipatiki

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

| do not support any priorities

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

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

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

Supporting a community-led approach for Not Important
the delivery of relevant and diverse services
that connect the community
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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

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

Not Important

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

Not Important

Tell us why

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

20347

Load of *kkkkkkkkk

8. Do you have any other comments?

a
>
e

s




e 2\

\.-'4.

SAY

h_]

#6673

a

b

\

Long-term Plan 2024-2034

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

Your feedback

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

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

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

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

Bike paths around the city

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

Replacing things that still function, ie footpaths that were totally fine before
(Birkenhead ave)

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management

Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

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

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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

Support

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

Support

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

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

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

Do not support

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

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

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support

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

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

Local board priorities

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

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

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

| support all priorities

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

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

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

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

Supporting environmental groups, Fairly Important
community volunteers, and our diverse




YOUR
SAY

SN

#6673

communities to carry out environmental
restoration projects, including stream clean-
ups, habitat improvement, native riparian
planting, and pest control.

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline
Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te
Wai Manawa alongside our community to
address the issues caused by flooding and
seawater inundation.

Fairly Important

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

Fairly Important

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

Not Important

Tell us why

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

20347

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

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:
Support the proposed investments in public transport and optimisation.

| do not support reducing cycleways and raised pedestrian crossings. These are
essential for the safety of pedestrians and cyclists - without them safety is a barrier to
people using these modes of transport.

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

| support the 'do more' options in the LTP document
2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

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

| don't know
Tell us why:

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

| don't know
Tell us why:

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

| don't know
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Tell us here:

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

| don't know
Tell us here:

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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

Support

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

Support

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

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

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

| don't know

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

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

| don't know

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

| 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?

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

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

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

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

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

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

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

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline
Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te
Wai Manawa alongside our community to
address the issues caused by flooding and
seawater inundation.

| don't know

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

Fairly Important

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

Very Important

Tell us why

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

20347

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

Your feedback

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

Proceed with the central proposal

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

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

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

Keep discussing with central government a fairer way to fund the city, like maybe the
proposed share of gst and maybe government paying rates on its properties:)

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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Spend less on items that are purely for the purpose of appearing PC. Stick to things
that improve life in Auckland for everybody!

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

When you are on a bus that has to virtually stop to climb over the many raised “
pedestrian crossings” that people rarely use or worse raised pedestrian crossings with
bleeding traffic lights that allow pedestrians to cross safely. At huge expense these
money wasting and fuel wasting devices are someone’ in planning thought was a good
idea. Shame on their overpaid but under intelligent solution that very few people in the
real world agree with. Just speak to a bus driver who has to keep to a schedule while
negotiating these absurd humps in the road!

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

Anything that allows better traffic flow for all transport. Buses still mostly use the same
roads as everyone else and get stuck in the same traffic jams as everyone else. In my
street they turned a two lane junction at a roundabout into a one lane entry. The result
is the traffic trying to turn left now wise for over a kilometre while the right turning traffic
waits for the lights to change. A colossal waste of peoples time and fuel. So much for
the environment. Likewise the genius in traffic who put a pedestrian crossing at the top
of a local T junction where the stop lines mean cars have to stop ON the pedestrian
crossing while giving way. More wasted money and danger for both vehicles and
pedestrians.

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

Expensive and mostly underused cycle ways where it forces traffic into single lanes
where one could/should be a busway instead. Drive in and out of devenport for a good
example of poor planning and bias towards non cyclists. Where Queen street
Northcote has awesome unused cycle lanes then parked cars then traffic. Absolute
genius, not!

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?
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Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

A grossly underused facility that suits almost no one. A smaller purpose built stadium
with other support infrastructure on the site.

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

Other

Tell us why:

Ask the Cullen fund advisors to run your investment arm. They seem to have a more
successful approach to actually making good returns, unlike the existing scheme.

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

Tell us here:

After the debacle of the container automation when the people with the most
knowledge of port operations were ignored, people who actually warned management
that what they were proposing would not work, could have saved ratepayers the 6.3
million dollar write off!

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:

Spend to reduce council debts and borrowing.
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4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?
Tell us here:

Have fewer grossly overpaid managers and consultants!

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:

Improve the port rather than create even more under-utilised “public spaces”

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

Improve the port rather than create even more under-utilised “public spaces”

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Do not support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
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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, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Do not support

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

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

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support

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

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

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

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

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

| support most priorities

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

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

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

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

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

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline Very Important
Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te
Wai Manawa alongside our community to
address the issues caused by flooding and
seawater inundation.
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Supporting a community climate activation
programme to support and amplify
community initiatives identified in the
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

Fairly Important

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

Not Important

Tell us why

Kaipatiki is a multi cultural district with peoples from many backgrounds, not just or

even mainly Maori!

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

20347

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

Your feedback

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

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

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

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

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

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

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?
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Don’t support any of the proposal

Tell us why:

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?

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

Tell us why:

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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

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

Do not support

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

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

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

Do not support

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

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

Do not support

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

Support

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

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

Devonport-Takapuna

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

2024/20257?

| do not support most priorities

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

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

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 Maori including the restoration and
improvement of Te Uru Tapu.

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

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

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

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?

ECE and schooling services. Better Public transport. Less cars. Support for Homeless.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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Fines are to expensive for most people. Change the amount or what the actual
punishment is.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

| think we need for cycle and walkways in addition to better public transport. Minimise
the support of cars.

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

Public transport and any travel better for our environment.

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

More roads.

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

It's better if in addition to stadium use it was for community services also.

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

| don't know

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

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

Tell us here:

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

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us why:



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

Support

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

Support

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

| don't know

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

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

| don't know

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

Support

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

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

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

Local board priorities

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

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

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

| support all priorities

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

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

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

Very 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.

Fairly Important

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

Very Important

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

Very Important

Tell us why

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

20347

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

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

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

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:

The current management of the stadium has left it in an abysmal state. The decisions
made have been error after error to fill personal pockets. We need to revitalise and use
the stadium for all events, similar to the original management of it that saw All Blacks
games, Warriors Games and Concerts. If your plan cannot achieve this then bowl the
place, it is a waste of space in its current capacity.

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

Proceed with the proposal
Tell us why:

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

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council
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4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you

prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

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

Tell us here:

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

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

benefit.

Tell us why:

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

| don't know

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

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

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

Support

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

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

Support

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

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

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

| support all priorities

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

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

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

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

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

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline
Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te
Wai Manawa alongside our community to
address the issues caused by flooding and
seawater inundation.

Not Important

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

Not Important

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

Fairly Important

Tell us why

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

20347

Great

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

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?

Do not support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

| support raised crossings as child safety is more important than convenience.
However, emergency services should be consulted to make sure it isnt negatively
impacting them

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

Public transport - more buses, ferries and trains, more regularly. They would need
more staff for this to happen.

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

Road cones and parking wardens

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

Change the operational management
Tell us why:

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

| don't know
Tell us why:

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

Tell us here:

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

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

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

| 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).

| don't know

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

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

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

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

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

properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support

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

Cut the mayors salary

Local board priorities

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

Devonport-Takapuna,Kaipatiki

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

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

2024/20257?

| support most priorities

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Tell us why

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

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

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

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?
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Investing in the maintenance and renewal
of our parks, playgrounds, recreation

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

Very Important

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

Fairly Important

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

Very 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.

Fairly Important

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

Very Important

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

Very Important

Tell us why

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

20347

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

Your feedback

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

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

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

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

Do not support

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

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

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

Do not support

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

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

Do not support

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

Do not support

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

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

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

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

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?
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Investing in the maintenance and renewal
of our parks, playgrounds, recreation

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

Fairly Important

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

Not 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.

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

Not Important

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

Not Important

Tell us why

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

20347

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

Your feedback

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

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

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

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

More investment in public transport and active modes rather than just roads.

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

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Do not cancel cycleways and raised crossings. A main barrier to people travelling more
actively is the generally poor level of driving (not seeing pedestrians on flat crossings,
close passing cyclists at speed0.

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

cycle infrastructure and making the city safer for pedestrians (especially children and
elderly)

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:

The stadium precinct is a great asset, but should not be prioritised for spending right
now where there are other urgent matters.

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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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The potential for all shares to be sold by the fund could lead to short term financial
relief, but long term issues. A serious international city needs a seat at the table for it's
major airport.

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

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

Tell us here:

The port area needs development, and | can see no other way than leasing operation
of it. Ownership of the key assets must be retained.

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

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

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

The Auckland central waterfront is currently underutilized as public space. These
spaces could be used to further revitalise this part of the city in the way that britomart
already has,
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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:

The port is still an important asset, and the addition of the Marsden and Cpt Cook
wharves to Britomart and Wynyard should provide a great city waterfront. Maybe after
15 years Bledisloe should be reassessed in the context of the growth of the city.

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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

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

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

Do not support

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

Support

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

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

| don't know

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

Support

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

Local board priorities

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

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

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

| support all priorities

\. 1) .

Q=
e e
===

9

L



YOUR
SAY

SN

#6818

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.

Very 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
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

Very Important

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

Fairly Important

Tell us why

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

20347
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They are somewhat unambitious and rely heavily on 'supporting community groups
and volunteers'. Council should be driving these initiatives.

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

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 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 all of the proposal

Tell us why:

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

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

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is

Tell us why:

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

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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

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

Support

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

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

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

Support

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

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

Support

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

Support

6b. Do you have 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?

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

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

| support all priorities

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

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

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

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

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

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline Very Important
Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te
Wai Manawa alongside our community to
address the issues caused by flooding and
seawater inundation.
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Supporting a community climate activation
programme to support and amplify
community initiatives identified in the
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

Very Important

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

Very Important

Tell us why

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

20347

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

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 Do more
Council support

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

Funding for the arts

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

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

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:

Council must retain capital assets for continuing income

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

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

Tell us here:
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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:

We have a large waterfront recreational area in the Viaduct area. Utilise that better for
the public

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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

Support

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

| don't know

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

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

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

| don't know

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

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

Support

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

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?

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

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

| support all priorities

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

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

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

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

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

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline
Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te
Wai Manawa alongside our community to
address the issues caused by flooding and
seawater inundation.

Fairly Important

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

| don't know

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

Very Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Kaipatiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

20347

Largely agree

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do less
Water Do more
City and local development Do less
Environment and regulation 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, just do the basics.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

Get rid of all vanity, nice to have projects.
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Do not support the first paragraph. Strongly support items two and Three.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

No.

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Raised Pedestrian crossings, Traffic management around road works, Bus lanes,
unnecessary foot path repairs. The person identifying the need for these must be
either incompetent or getting a kick back, needs investigation.

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Change the operational management

Tell us why:

The stadium is under used. | have been to a Rock concert there and it worked very
well. Other uses beside sport must 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)?

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

Good idea, should have been introduced years ago in order to offset borrowing.
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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:

Would appear to be the most financially beneficial option.

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:

Would possibly keep rate rises at a lower percentage increase than investing in the
future fund where the returns and allocation of same are unknown.

4d. Do you have 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:

Option 1. involves the Council once again spending rate payers money on Nice to
have Vanity projects.

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?
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Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area
Tell us why:

As per previous comments.

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.

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing

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 Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Do not support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipatiki in 2024/2025?

| do not support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?
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Investing in the maintenance and renewal
of our parks, playgrounds, recreation

facilities, and other public spaces so they
continue to meet our communities needs.

Not Important

Supporting a community-led approach for
the delivery of relevant and diverse services
that connect the community

Not 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.

Fairly Important

Supporting a community climate activation
programme to support and amplify
community initiatives identified in the
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

Not Important

Building relationships with local iwi and
mataawaka groups so that Kaipatiki is rich
with Maori identity and culture.

Not Important

Tell us why

The majority of proposals are just a waste of money in the present economic climate
and can be grouped under the heading, 'Nice to Have'. As a rate payer | object to
money being spent on these items that we can do without.

7c. What do you think of the Kaipatiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

20347

Comments as per above.

q\ x’)

0
L

P
===




i AANS

SAY

#6866 -~

8. Do you have any other comments?

The council needs to try harder with regards to reducing expenses, especially Capital
Expenditure. | am on a fixed income and cannot afford the rates as they are now,
never mind after the increases. The Council head count and Salary bill is still far to
high and needs immediate action to reduce 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: Kaipatiki

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?

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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Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides
public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Do not support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Do not support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Support

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

Support
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6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

s

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

8. Do you have any other comments?



o 2\

\.-'4.

SAY

h_]

#6882

a

b

\

Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

Your feedback
1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Other

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development Do more
Council support Do more

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

We are already paying so much for so little. Please don't increase rates. Nobody will
be able to live, then you will have no one to charge rates 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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Why asking for less and less.... Do more with existing rates and do not increase. You
are killing us with cost of living!

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

| don't know

Tell us why:

Given the past history, nothing concrete has been doing. If any at all, itis at a
GLACIAL pace.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Are you kidding me? With the cost of living crisis, who can afford to throw money
around. Do you think we ********** money?

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

| would like to spend less on rates so that | can afford to buy food to live!

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)?

Other

Tell us why:
LOL
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4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?
Other

Tell us here:

LOL

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:

KEKW

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

| don't know
Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

| don't know

Tell us why:



6a. What do you think of these proposals?
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

| don't know

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

| don't know

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

| don't know

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

| don't know

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

| don't know

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

| don't know

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to | don't know
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate | don't know
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipatiki in 2024/2025?

| don't know

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Investing in the maintenance and renewal Very Important
of our parks, playgrounds, recreation

facilities, and other public spaces so they
continue to meet our communities needs.
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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.

Very 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
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

Very Important

Building relationships with local iwi and
mataawaka groups so that Kaipatiki is rich
with Maori identity and culture.

Very Important

Tell us why

All these are needed, like last century. Please improve otherwise Auckland will devolve

into a third world city. Oh wait, even third world cities are better.

7c. What do you think of the Kaipatiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

20347

Lower rates so we can live.

8. Do you have any other comments?

Lower rates so we can live. If we are all dead then you have no rates!
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

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 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?

None i can think of.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

Cut down on cultural events that only cater to a small minority.
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:

We need to encourage people to take public transport more.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

None i can think of.

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Marketing. If public transport is done right, we won't need to advertise much.

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Change the operational management

Tell us why:

I've been living on the North Shore for 11 years and I've only been to the NHS twice—
and none of them for any major event. Maybe it's worth looking at what kind of events
NHS hosts that will cater to a wider audience.

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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:

Not much to say on this, but | trust the Council's decision on this one.

SN
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4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

Tell us here:

It delivers more profit.

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

This is much needed.

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?
Tell us here:

None | can think of.

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:

So it can be used for something else more profitable and beneficial for all.

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:

So it can be used for something else more profitable and beneficial for all.

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.

Other

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Do not support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in

Support

SN
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2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Do not support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

None | can think of.

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipatiki in 2024/2025?

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?
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Investing in the maintenance and renewal
of our parks, playgrounds, recreation

facilities, and other public spaces so they
continue to meet our communities needs.

Very Important

Supporting a community-led approach for
the delivery of relevant and diverse services
that connect the community

Fairly Important

Supporting environmental groups,
community volunteers, and our diverse
communities to carry out environmental
restoration projects, including stream clean-
ups, habitat improvement, native riparian
planting, and pest control.

Fairly Important

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline
Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te
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
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

Very Important

Building relationships with local iwi and
mataawaka groups so that Kaipatiki is rich
with Maori identity and culture.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

| think a response to the issues caused by flooding and seawater inundation is hugely

important.

7c. What do you think of the Kaipatiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

20347

I'm happy about it.
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8. Do you have any other comments?

Just want to emphasise the response to the Auckland Anniversary flooding should be
top priority.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

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 As proposed
City and local development Do less
Environment and regulation As proposed
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support 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 their jobs properly

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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cutting government spending such as dinners and events for hosted dignitaries, parties
and events that are not in the interest of the public, frivolous spending such as table
centrepieces for events (im talking a specific non profit event) even when the client
hasnt asked for it

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Do not support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

| support stopping raised pedestrian crossings as these have proved to be a total
waste of tax payers money and inefficient. until there is a decent public transport
system on place to and from the North Shore its pointless even using it. And the
constant fixing of roads and refixing when the contractors have done a terrible job is
such a waste of money.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Money needs to be spent on a motorway system that runs up and down the whole
country.

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

councillors wages

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

| don't know
Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal
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Diversifying seems the most sensible option

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:

Make cuts to council services - the port needs to be addressed for better deliverability
and to avoid congestion

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:

removing any part of the port for operational services would be stupid considering the
growth of Auckland and the reliance for alot of cargo to be sent from overseas

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).

| don't know

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in

Other
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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 | don't know
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to

properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate | don't know

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipatiki in 2024/2025?

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

we

|
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Investing in the maintenance and renewal
of our parks, playgrounds, recreation

facilities, and other public spaces so they
continue to meet our communities needs.

Very Important

Supporting a community-led approach for
the delivery of relevant and diverse services
that connect the community

Fairly Important

Supporting environmental groups,
community volunteers, and our diverse
communities to carry out environmental
restoration projects, including stream clean-
ups, habitat improvement, native riparian
planting, and pest control.

Fairly Important

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline
Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te
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
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

Not Important

Building relationships with local iwi and
mataawaka groups so that Kaipatiki is rich
with Maori identity and culture.

Not Important

Tell us why

It would be important to put fudning into cyclone damage that still has not been
addressed on Charcoal bay and surrounding walkways, there is also a lack of specific

dog walking areas

7c. What do you think of the Kaipatiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

20347
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8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do less
Water As proposed
City and local development Do less
Environment and regulation Do less
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development Do less
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

completely remove all C.C.Os these are money hungry and without all the
chairpersons and directors salaries' rates would be more manageable, think of what
council could do with all that money
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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?

road maintenance and footpaths would be good

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

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:

put the stadium back into a trust as it once was, it ran fine with a surplus

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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?

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) | don't know
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
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increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Other

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

| don't know

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Do not support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

| don't know
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Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipatiki in 2024/2025?

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Investing in the maintenance and renewal Fairly Important
of our parks, playgrounds, recreation

facilities, and other public spaces so they
continue to meet our communities needs.

Supporting a community-led approach for Fairly Important
the delivery of relevant and diverse services
that connect the community




YOUR
SAY

#691

e
4

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
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

Very Important

Building relationships with local iwi and
mataawaka groups so that Kaipatiki is rich
with Maori identity and culture.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Kaipatiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

20347

8. Do you have any other comments?

get rid of all CCOs
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

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 more
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development Do less
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

More enforcement of noisy neighbours and barking dogs.

More enforcement of messy building sites that allow grass to grow and rubbish to build
up. Disallow high-density building developments that affect existing residents houses
and block out sun.
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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 cycle lanes on the North Shore - no one uses them, disrupts current traffic flows.

Reduce costs within the Auckland City Council eg staff to take public transport where
possible (provide free AT cards perhaps), no funded lunches or meals for council staff,
etc.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Less cycle lanes on the North Shore. Impractical, no one cycles as too hilly. Allow only
raised pedestrian crossings outside schools.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Raised pedestrian crossings outside schools.

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Cycleways, raised pedestrian crossings.

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
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4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

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?

oN=T

#6927 -7

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
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increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.
Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to | don't know

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate | don't know
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipatiki in 2024/2025?

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Investing in the maintenance and renewal Very Important
of our parks, playgrounds, recreation
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facilities, and other public spaces so they
continue to meet our communities needs.

Supporting a community-led approach for
the delivery of relevant and diverse services
that connect the community

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.

Very 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
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

Not Important

Building relationships with local iwi and
mataawaka groups so that Kaipatiki is rich
with Maori identity and culture.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

what is the climate action plan and what does it assume? How much does it cost?

7c. What do you think of the Kaipatiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

20347

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development Do more
Council support Do more

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

| support further investment in all areas to create a modern 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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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

| urge councillors to be ambitious and choose the do more, pay more option to fund the
vital infrastructure Auckland needs. | would also like to see a concrete provision for the
western busway (futureproofed for light rail) and Airport to botany busway as well as
an investigation of surface light rail to at least Mt Roskill to cater for growth.
Furthermore, | would like to see the city centre bus plan and level crossing removal
program brought forward to increase the reliability and capacity of the public transport
network.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

I would like to see provisions for the western & airport to Botany busway, surface light
rail, level crossing removal, the city centre bus plan, bus and EV electrification, all the
major road corridor upgrades and all other provisions specified in the do more plan.

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

No!! please do more

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
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Tell us why:

| strongly support this proposal

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:

Based on the analysis that, the council will be $300 million off over the duration of the
lease

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:

Because it will help fund the do more option and improve our poor infrastructure

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

As it will have no major impact on port operation it would be much better off as public
space
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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:

It will reduce the amount of money Auckland council will receive and will mean more
traffic congestion with more goods needing to be trucked in.

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the Support
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which Support
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse Support
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

| support all of these changes to increase investment in vital areas of our city.

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

8. Do you have any other comments?

| strongly support the do more option for all areas to help build a better city!!!!
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development Do more
Council support Do more

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

| support further investment in all areas to improve Auckland

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:

| strongly urge councillors to be ambitious and choose the do more, pay more option to
fund the critical infrastructure Auckland needs. | would also like to see a provision for
the western busway (futureproofed for light rail) and Airport to Botany busway, as well
as an investigation of surface light rail to at least Mt Roskill to cater for growth.
Furthermore, | would like to see the city centre bus plan and level crossing removal
program brought forward to increase the reliability and capacity of the public transport
network.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

I would like to see provisions for the western & airport to Botany busway, surface light
rail, level crossing removal, the city centre bus plan, bus and EV electrification, all the
major road corridor upgrades and all other provision specified in the do more plan.

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Spend more please

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
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| strongly support this proposal

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:

Based on the analysis that, the council will be $300 million off over the duration of the
lease

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:

Because it will help fund the do more option and improve our poor infrastructure

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

As it using it for other means will have no major influence of the ports operation the
public will have a significant benefit



5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

It will reduce the amount of money Auckland council will receive and will mean more

traffic congestion with more goods needing to be trucked in.

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This

property.

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in

increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business

Support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual

from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the 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

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the

Support
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse Support
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

| support all of these changes to increase investment in vital areas of our city.

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

8. Do you have any other comments?

| strongly support the do more option for all areas to help build a better city!!!!
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development Do more
Council support Do more

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

| support paying more and spending more to create a great 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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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

urge councillors to be ambitious and choose the do more, pay more option to fund the
vital infrastructure Auckland needs. | would also like to see a concrete provision for the
western busway (futureproofed for light rail) and Airport to botany busway as well as
an investigation of surface light rail to at least Mt Roskill to cater for growth.
Furthermore, | would like to see the city centre bus plan and level crossing removal
program brought forward to increase the reliability and capacity of the public transport
network.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

I would like to see provisions for the western & airport to Botany busway, surface light
rail, level crossing removal, the city centre bus plan, bus and EV electrification, all the
major road corridor upgrades and all other provision specified in the do more plan.

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Please invest more to ensure we can keep moving and get more productivity in the
economy

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
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| support this proposal because of all its benefits.

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:

Based on the analysis that, the council will be $300 million off over the duration of the
lease and would help fund more investment in infrastructure now

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:

Because it will help fund the do more option and improve our poor infrastructure

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:
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As it using it for other means will have no major influence of the ports operation the
public will have a significant benefit

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

It will reduce the amount of money Auckland council will receive and will mean more
traffic congestion with more goods needing to be trucked in.

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the Support
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which Support
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
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We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse Support
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

| support all of these changes to increase investment in vital areas of our city.

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

8. Do you have any other comments?

| strongly support the do more option for all areas to help build a better city!!!!
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development Do more
Council support Do more

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

| support paying more and spending more to create a great 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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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

| urge councillors to be ambitious and choose the do more, pay more option to fund the
vital infrastructure Auckland needs. | would also like to see a concrete provision for the
western busway (futureproofed for light rail) and Airport to botany busway as well as
an investigation of surface light rail to at least Mt Roskill to cater for growth.
Furthermore, | would like to see the city centre bus plan and level crossing removal
program brought forward to increase the reliability and capacity of the public transport
network.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

I would like to see provisions for the western & airport to Botany busway, surface light
rail, level crossing removal, the city centre bus plan, bus and EV electrification, all the
major road corridor upgrades and all other provisions specified in the do more plan.

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

| strongly want more investment

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
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Tell us why:

| support this proposal because of all its benefits

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:

Based on the analysis that, the council will be $300 million off over the duration of the
lease and would help fund more investment in infrastructure now

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:

Because it will help fund the do more option and improve our poor infrastructure

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

As it using it for other means will have no major influence of the ports operation the
public will have a significant benefit



5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

It will reduce the amount of money Auckland council will receive and will mean more

traffic congestion with more goods needing to be trucked in.

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This

property.

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in

increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business

Support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual

from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the 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

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the

Support
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse Support
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

| support all of these changes to increase investment in vital areas of our city.

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

8. Do you have any other comments?

| strongly support the do more option for all areas to help build a better city!!!!
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

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 Do more
Economic and cultural development Do more
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?
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Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:

Rapid transit is key to cutting emissions and reducing climate change

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Keep the stadium precinct as it is

Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

Tell us here:
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4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services
Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area
Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
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programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

| don't know

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Support

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

Support
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6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipatiki in 2024/2025?

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Investing in the maintenance and renewal Fairly Important
of our parks, playgrounds, recreation

facilities, and other public spaces so they
continue to meet our communities needs.

Supporting a community-led approach for Very Important
the delivery of relevant and diverse services
that connect the community

Supporting environmental groups, Very Important
community volunteers, and our diverse
communities to carry out environmental
restoration projects, including stream clean-
ups, habitat improvement, native riparian
planting, and pest control.
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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.

Fairly Important

Supporting a community climate activation
programme to support and amplify
community initiatives identified in the
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

Fairly Important

Building relationships with local iwi and
mataawaka groups so that Kaipatiki is rich
with Maori identity and culture.

Very Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Kaipatiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

20347

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

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 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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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:
Current management hasn't taken this to where it should be.

New more focused management in conjunction with redeveloping this as a boutique
stadium is supported by those who will bring in activities to the venue - makes sense to
support this as a joined up plan

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Tell us why:
4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?
Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?
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Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Kaipatiki
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7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipatiki in 2024/20257

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Investing in the maintenance and renewal
of our parks, playgrounds, recreation

facilities, and other public spaces so they
continue to meet our communities needs.

Very Important

Supporting a community-led approach for
the delivery of relevant and diverse services
that connect the community

Fairly Important

Supporting environmental groups,
community volunteers, and our diverse
communities to carry out environmental
restoration projects, including stream clean-
ups, habitat improvement, native riparian
planting, and pest control.

Fairly Important

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline
Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te
Wai Manawa alongside our community to
address the issues caused by flooding and
seawater inundation.

Not Important

Supporting a community climate activation
programme to support and amplify
community initiatives identified in the
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

Not Important

Building relationships with local iwi and
mataawaka groups so that Kaipatiki is rich

with Maori identity and culture.

Very Important
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Tell us why

I would like the Local Board to increase investment into sport and recreation to provide
more opportunities for participation

I do not support an increase in charges for community leases as this will lead to
additional costs and have negative effects on p

7c. What do you think of the Kaipatiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034?

8. Do you have any other comments?

| support the increased $35m of investment into the Sport and Recreation Facilities
Investment Fund

| support increasing the level of Development Contributions collected and using them
for community sport and recreation facilities
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Proceed with the central proposal

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport As proposed
Water As proposed
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation As proposed
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development Do less

Council support Do less

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?
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Don’t support any of the proposal

Tell us why:

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 previous Trust management was very successful.. The current management has
simply destroyed the operation of 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:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:
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4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services
Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides
public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Do not support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Do not support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

| don't know

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of

| don't know
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipatiki in 2024/2025?

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Investing in the maintenance and renewal Fairly Important
of our parks, playgrounds, recreation

facilities, and other public spaces so they
continue to meet our communities needs.

Supporting a community-led approach for Fairly Important
the delivery of relevant and diverse services
that connect the community

Supporting environmental groups, Fairly Important
community volunteers, and our diverse
communities to carry out environmental
restoration projects, including stream clean-
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ups, habitat improvement, native riparian
planting, and pest control.

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline
Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te
Wai Manawa alongside our community to
address the issues caused by flooding and
seawater inundation.

Fairly Important

Supporting a community climate activation
programme to support and amplify
community initiatives identified in the
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

Not Important

Building relationships with local iwi and
mataawaka groups so that Kaipatiki is rich
with Maori identity and culture.

Not Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Kaipatiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

20347

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

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 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?

Streamline services and staffing at every level
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

You need to do more for the north shore of Auckland with regards to public transport
links. If it takes me 30 mins to get to work in my car but 2hrs on a bus the of course |
am going to take my car. You can't keep putting your dynamic lanes in until you provide
public transport links thag encourage people out of their cars

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

A second harbour crossing

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Central and south Auckland who already have good public transport options

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

| don't even know what we use the stadium for

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

| don't know

Tell us why:

| am not in a financial industry so cannot comment on this. | don't know enough about
it
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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:

How does it create more income to lease the operation of the port. Sounds like we are
not managing the port operations very well

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.

Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Do not support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
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increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Do not support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Do not support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

I think that in the current economical climate that it is disgusting you are proposing
such an increase in tax payers rates. With so many new dwellings popping up
everywhere there is no way you need to pillage the people to this extent

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipatiki in 2024/2025?

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?



YOUR
SAY

2N\

#6997

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

Not 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.

Not Important

Supporting a community climate activation
programme to support and amplify
community initiatives identified in the
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

Not Important

Building relationships with local iwi and
mataawaka groups so that Kaipatiki is rich
with Maori identity and culture.

Not Important

Tell us why

We should be doing things that include all of our ever growing and diverse population

7c. What do you think of the Kaipatiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

20347
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8. Do you have any other comments?

I think that in the current economical climate that it is disgusting you are proposing
such an increase in tax payers rates. With so many new dwellings popping up
everywhere there is no way you need to pillage the people to this extent
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

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?

tranaport connecting entire new zealand

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

playgrounds and parks can take a pause
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:

i am a commuter and it pains me to tell you about the unreliability in terms of
frequency, time, and even disruptions. i wish for better transport system

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

trasnsport

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

parks and playgrounds at the moment

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Keep the stadium precinct as it is

Tell us why:

focus on mobility and transport

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding

Tell us why:

economy is in recession, let us prioritize urgent projects
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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:

more sources of fund, the better

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:

none

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:

prefer public use

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:

prefer public use

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.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in

Do not support

SN
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2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Do not support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Devonport-Takapuna

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Devonport-Takapuna in
2024/20257?

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?
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Progress the detailed business case and Fairly Important
delivery of a new library and community
hub in Takapuna.

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local Not Important
Parks Management Plan that will guide
decisions on the use and management of
our parks and open spaces.

Implement priority actions from the Fairly Important
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

Continue to build relationships with lwi and  Fairly Important
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest
to Maori including the restoration and
improvement of Te Uru Tapu.

Invest in the delivery of key events in our Not Important
town centres to support local businesses
and showcase our area to visitors and
locals alike.

Continue to renew and improve community  Not Important
facilities including the playground at Achilles
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities
at Becroft Park.

Continue support of our valued art partners  Fairly Important
who provide a wide range of programmes,
exhibitions and live productions and
performances.

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-20347?

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

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 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?

"Transport' is too wide ranging - do less speed bumps and slowing roads down and do
more fixing roads and making them fit for purpose

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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Bureaucracy, the number of staff on 6 figure salaries is hard to believe

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:

Seems to be what's needed

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Fixing the roads we already have instead of building new

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Traffic management, we overkill the safety measures which drive up cost as well as
slow projects & traffic down

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

The population will continue to grow in North Auckland and a facility is warranted for
the residents so that they dont always need to travel south

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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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As far as | understand the shares are owned with borrowed money and the net result
at the end would mean we're better off selling/transferring the shares now

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

Private businesses are always run more efficient than public

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

We need to breath new life into the city to make it a more attractive options for
Aucklanders as well as tourists

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:

As previous answer

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the Support
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which Support
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse Support
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in




2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to | don't know
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to

properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate | don't know

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Devonport-Takapuna,Hibiscus and Bays,Kaipatiki

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Devonport-Takapuna in

2024/20257?

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

we
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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.

Not Important

Implement priority actions from the
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

Not Important

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest
to Maori including the restoration and
improvement of Te Uru Tapu.

Not Important

Invest in the delivery of key events in our
town centres to support local businesses
and showcase our area to visitors and
locals alike.

Fairly Important

Continue to renew and improve community
facilities including the playground at Achilles
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities
at Becroft Park.

Not Important

Continue support of our valued art partners
who provide a wide range of programmes,
exhibitions and live productions and
performances.

Not Important

Tell us why

We're trying to reduce expenses, lets focus on real financial benefits and not

cultural/wellbeing ones

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-20347

|
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7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/20257

| support most priorities

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.

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.

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.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

e
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We're trying to reduce costs so focus on initiatives with financial outcomes, not soft

benefit cultural-feel good initiatives

7c. What do you think of the Hibiscus and Bays proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347?

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipatiki in 2024/2025?

| support most priorities

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

Not 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

Fairly Important




YOUR
SAY

#701

address the issues caused by flooding and
seawater inundation.

Supporting a community climate activation Not Important
programme to support and amplify
community initiatives identified in the
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

Building relationships with local iwi and Not Important
mataawaka groups so that Kaipatiki is rich
with Maori identity and culture.

Tell us why

We need to save money, focus needs to be on financial outcomes not soft benefit,
cultural-feel good initiatives

7c. What do you think of the Kaipatiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
20347

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

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, 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.
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1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

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, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

With regard to Question 1¢, Auckland Council has a central proposal that recommends
spending more where it is needed most. Surf Life Saving facilities are a critical
component of our community. They have served as temporary welfare and community
centres, as well as civil defence centres during regional emergencies, including during
the Auckland Anniversary flooding and Cyclone Gabrielle. Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving
Club volunteers rescued over 70 people in the Auckland Anniversary floods and did so
operating out of storage shipping containers.

Our facilities aren’t a nice to have, they are the heart of our service. Allocated
funding is essential to ensure the continued operation of our clubs and the safety of
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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,Kaipatiki

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/20257

| support all priorities

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.

Continue to support activities that promote
vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity
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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

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.”

7c. What do you think of the Hibiscus and Bays proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-20347

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.”

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipatiki in 2024/20257?

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Investing in the maintenance and renewal Very Important
of our parks, playgrounds, recreation

facilities, and other public spaces so they
continue to meet our communities needs.
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Supporting a community-led approach for
the delivery of relevant and diverse services
that connect the community

Not 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
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

Not Important

Building relationships with local iwi and
mataawaka groups so that Kaipatiki is rich
with Maori identity and culture.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Kaipatiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

20347

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

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 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?

| would like to see some green belts established.

A second bridge??
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1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

Raised Pedestrian Crossing and speed bumps.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

speed up transport

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

no

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Keep the stadium precinct as it is

Tell us why:

Put a roof on it for concerts, etc and increase seating. and put in a 3 -4 story carpark
using private investment.

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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?

No change — leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the
port operations

Tell us why:

The space is necessary on Cook and Marsden for parking of cars from imports unless
the company builds more multi level carparks for imported cars trucks etc

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).

| don't know

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Do not support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to | don't know
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate | don't know
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipatiki in 2024/2025?

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Investing in the maintenance and renewal Fairly Important
of our parks, playgrounds, recreation

facilities, and other public spaces so they
continue to meet our communities needs.
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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.

Fairly Important

Supporting a community climate activation
programme to support and amplify
community initiatives identified in the
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

Fairly Important

Building relationships with local iwi and
mataawaka groups so that Kaipatiki is rich
with Maori identity and culture.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Kaipatiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

20347

good ideas

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do less
Water As proposed
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation Do less
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development Do less
Council support Do less

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

road upgrades and new roads - excluding cycle lanes and raised crossings - and
upgrade community 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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less cycle lanes, 'economic’ grants, scrap local boards

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Don’t support any of the proposal

Tell us why:

No more reducing temporary traffic management requirements - no more raised ped
crossings

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

road upgrades excluding 'safety upgrades'

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

cycle lanes, raised crossings

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:

give to private operator, then reassess. We will never get another stadium as too
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:

too expensive to hold its value in debt - sell it and invest in future fund
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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:

keep it or sell but ensure costs are not exorbitant and kneecap imports/exports

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:

put in future fund for future generations revenue

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?
Tell us here:

kneecap AT and scrap their cycle ********** no one uses, and no more raised crossing
etc.

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

No change — leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the
port operations

Tell us why:
Leave it for future expansion or future value alone.

Eke Panuku will botch any development of the land, running over cost and it'll look
disgusting.
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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:
Eke Panuku will botch it

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Do not support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Do not support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the Do not support
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which Do not support
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Do not support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

do not introduce rate-funded refuse collection. Smaller households will have to pay
more, | only pay for the smallest collection size as | recycle and compost. | will have to
subsidise larger householders and those less conscious of waste.

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipatiki in 2024/2025?

| support most priorities
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Investing in the maintenance and renewal
of our parks, playgrounds, recreation

facilities, and other public spaces so they
continue to meet our communities needs.

Very Important

Supporting a community-led approach for
the delivery of relevant and diverse services
that connect the community

Not 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

Supporting a community climate activation
programme to support and amplify
community initiatives identified in the
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

Not Important

Building relationships with local iwi and
mataawaka groups so that Kaipatiki is rich
with Maori identity and culture.

Not Important

Tell us why

Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan is a waste of money which could be used on the

community and those more in need/deprived. Will make little change.
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Do not support marae precinct as there is in Northcote already.

7c. What do you think of the Kaipatiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
20347

Sub-par, please focus on core work including community facilities and parks.

8. Do you have any other comments?

Local Boards are hopeless - don't give them anymore decision-making powers, or just
scrap them entirely.

CCOs are not accountable and should be reigned in
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do less
Water Do less
City and local development Do less
Environment and regulation Do less
Parks and Community Do less
Economic and cultural development Do less
Council support Do less

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

No

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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Yes - At this time the Council should do less Community Events, less upgrading
Playground, less roadworks that reduces traffic lanes and that prioritize Public
Transport.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:

All transportation around Auckland should be fast, efficient and at low cost to all users.
Everything done needs to be done in the context of keep cost down.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

No

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Bus lanes and electric council vehicles.

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

The Stadium was paid for by the Rates Payers of the North Shore, it must remain a
community resource.

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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:

The fund in the future will not provide value to the Auckland Rate Payers

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?
Other

Tell us here:

More options need to be explored.

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:

To reduce Rates

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

Tell us why:

The council cannot afford currently further Capital Investment.

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?
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Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

The council cannot currently afford further Capital Investment.

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Do not support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Do not support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the Do not support
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which Support
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse Support
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
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the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

All policies must be fair across all the Auckland Rate Payers, not a tax on those who
can/will pay.

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipatiki in 2024/2025?

I do not support any priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?
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Investing in the maintenance and renewal
of our parks, playgrounds, recreation

facilities, and other public spaces so they
continue to meet our communities needs.

Fairly Important

Supporting a community-led approach for
the delivery of relevant and diverse services
that connect the community

Not 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

Supporting a community climate activation
programme to support and amplify
community initiatives identified in the
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

Not Important

Building relationships with local iwi and
mataawaka groups so that Kaipatiki is rich
with Maori identity and culture.

Not Important

Tell us why

We cannot afford to waste on non-essential Council Services, need to concentrate on
core Council Services i.e. Roads, Water, Sewerage, Rubbish Removal and Street

lighting.

7c. What do you think of the Kaipatiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

20347
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|
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Funds should only be spent on core Council Services i.e. Roads, Water, Sewerage,
Rubbish Removal and Street lighting.

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: Kaipatiki

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?

Consistency across region and joined up infrastructure. More 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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Nil

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Think pathways and cycling need investment

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Buses

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:

Not a great stadium and not used much. Could use land for development

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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:

Happy to sell some but maybe less than proposed 11,%
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4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

Think the port area could be better developed

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.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipatiki in 2024/2025?

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Investing in the maintenance and renewal Fairly Important
of our parks, playgrounds, recreation

facilities, and other public spaces so they
continue to meet our communities needs.
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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.

Very 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.

Fairly Important

Supporting a community climate activation
programme to support and amplify
community initiatives identified in the
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

Very Important

Building relationships with local iwi and
mataawaka groups so that Kaipatiki is rich
with Maori identity and culture.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Kaipatiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

20347
Good

8. Do you have any other comments?

i
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do less
Water Do more
City and local development Do less
Environment and regulation As proposed
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

getting more resilient against weather events, developing better means of getting flood
water away from busways and railways so the city does not halt every time it rains
hard. flooding like it's a 3rd world country is not a good look on international news, and
impacts tourism among other industries.



#7150 4>

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

land acquisition for urban regeneration does not make sense since the prevailing
model of sprawling suburbia around the CBD is flawed to begin with.

purchase of electric trains might not make them any more resilient against rain and
reliable in terms of on time arrival, which is the main gripe of commuters.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Do not support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

the terminology used in the proposal describes aims but not means. also too
concentrated within CBD instead of developing commercial hubs outside the CBD to
try and decongest our motorways

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?
developing commercial hubs outside the CBD to try and decongest our motorways

rethinking and re-engineering the pathing of buses & bikes to go on separate, more
direct routes while cars go the long way so buses have a shorter turnaround time and
bike users travel safer on the road.

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

electrifying everything for trains and boats only looks good on a carbon report but not
really immediately beneficial

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?
Other

Tell us why:
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if the stadium is chronically underutilized then it is unfortunately no different from the
olympic or world cup stadiums purpose built at the time of events but no longer serve a
purpose. identify an alternative use to make it more usable and profitable.

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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:

having a dedicated party trying to grow the net worth of the shares is a net positive
move, rather than solely relying on the performance of the airport itself

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

we need investments now so the upfront influx of cash from leasing the port can be
used in key CAPEX projects that need to happen soon to safeguard the region's
vulnerable areas

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:

developing the region using a fund that could be grown makes sense, just ensure
safeguards are in place to prevent it from being mismanaged or outright stolen
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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?

No change — leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the
port operations

Tell us why:

adding cost to shipped goods is not desirable, as most goods in NZ are expensive
already

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

adding cost to shipped goods is not desirable, as most goods in NZ are expensive
already

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) | don't know
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
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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).

| don't know

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

| don't know

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Do not support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to | don't know
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to

properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate | don't know

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?




Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

Your feedback
1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

| don’t know

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport

Water

City and local development

Environment and regulation

Parks and Community Do more

Economic and cultural development

Council support Do more

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

Surf lifesaving clubs play a vital role in our community, providing essential services to
keep our beaches safe. However, many of these facilities are reaching end-of-life and
are in need of replacement. Without adequate funding, our clubs will struggle to
continue their lifesaving work effectively.
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Without fit-for-purpose facilities that people enjoy visiting, the Auckland region
risks losing the volunteers who provide the service, spelling the end of more than a
hundred years of vigilance on our beaches.

We therefore request that Auckland Council allocates $8.02 million in funding
within the Long Term Plan specifically earmarked for the rebuilds and ongoing
maintenance of surf lifesaving club facilities, as per Surf Lifesaving Northern Region’s
Surf 10:20 Capital Development proposal.

Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving Club has existed in its current location for 70
years. The current membership comprises ~150 active lifeguards, over 500 Junior Surf
children aged 6-14yrs and a further ~600 associate members. The building is well past
its useful life and can no longer adequately cater for its membership and activities. A
new building is therefore imperative to continue being able to serve the membership
and community.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Tell us why:

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?
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Tell us why:
4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?
Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?
Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

With regard to Question 1¢, Auckland Council has a central proposal that recommends
spending more where it is needed most. Surf Life Saving facilities are a critical
component of our community. They have served as temporary welfare and community
centres, as well as civil defence centres during regional emergencies, including during
the Auckland Anniversary flooding and Cyclone Gabrielle. Mairangi Bay Surf Lifesaving
Club volunteers rescued over 70 people in the Auckland Anniversary floods and did so
operating out of storage shipping containers.

Our facilities aren’t a nice to have, they are the heart of our service. Allocated
funding is essential to ensure the continued operation of our clubs and the safety of
beachgoers. The amount requested is minimal when compared to the benefit it will
have for the region.

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Hibiscus and Bays

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/20257

| don't know

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Support the development of community led  Not Important
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.

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.

Fairly Important

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.”

7c. What do you think of the Hibiscus and Bays proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-20347

“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.”

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

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

Economic and cultural development As proposed

Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

We need to ensure that water infrastructure is working properly.

More support to mechanisms that get people volunteering to support restoration in our
parks.
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1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

All the spraying that happens on verges and in parks. | think it is reasonable to reduce
that.

Agree with reducing buses on routes that are used less with the caveat that the buses
that remain operate on time so that people can plan their journey.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

| think it is unfortunate that the government removed the regional fuel tax as it is going
to cost us more in other ways. Prioritising a functional bus system seems reasonable
but it would be great if more emphasis was made to get people using cars using public
transport

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

No

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

No

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

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)?
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Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

No change — leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the
port operations

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area



Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

| 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, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
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increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipatiki in 2024/2025?

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Investing in the maintenance and renewal Not Important
of our parks, playgrounds, recreation
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facilities, and other public spaces so they
continue to meet our communities needs.

Supporting a community-led approach for
the delivery of relevant and diverse services
that connect the community

Not 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.

Very 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.

| don't know

Supporting a community climate activation
programme to support and amplify
community initiatives identified in the
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

Very Important

Building relationships with local iwi and
mataawaka groups so that Kaipatiki is rich
with Maori identity and culture.

Very Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Kaipatiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

20347

| think they are alright

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

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?

Better public transport

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

Less funding for T3 lanes as it does not help traffic flow.
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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,Change the operational management

Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

Tell us here:



#7268 4>

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides
public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Do not support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Do not support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Do not support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
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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?

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipatiki in 2024/2025?

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Investing in the maintenance and renewal Fairly Important
of our parks, playgrounds, recreation

facilities, and other public spaces so they
continue to meet our communities needs.

Supporting a community-led approach for Fairly Important
the delivery of relevant and diverse services
that connect the community

Supporting environmental groups, Very Important
community volunteers, and our diverse
communities to carry out environmental
restoration projects, including stream clean-
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ups, habitat improvement, native riparian
planting, and pest control.

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline
Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te
Wai Manawa alongside our community to
address the issues caused by flooding and
seawater inundation.

Fairly Important

Supporting a community climate activation
programme to support and amplify
community initiatives identified in the
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

Fairly Important

Building relationships with local iwi and
mataawaka groups so that Kaipatiki is rich
with Maori identity and culture.

Very Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Kaipatiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

20347

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

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 less
City and local development Do less
Environment and regulation Do less
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development Do less
Council support Do 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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Don’t support any of the proposal
Tell us why:
2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?
2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

| don't know
Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

| don't know
Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

| don't know
Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

| don't know
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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?

| don't know
Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

| don't know
Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) | don't know
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and | don't know
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value




oN=T

#7273 4*

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

| don't know

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Other

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Do not support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to | don't know
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to

properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate | don't know

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?




Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Kaipatiki

8. Do you have any other comments?

It's too professional for ordinary people to understand.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation As proposed
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

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:

We need this development. It will always cost lots of money but it will cost less now
than in 10-20 years time when we really need it. Future proof Aucklands ability to get
around Auckland.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

| don't know

Tell us why:
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4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding

Tell us why:

Auckland airport is an extremely high quality investment. It is an irreplaceable
monopoly which will in the long term always provide high quality returns. Higher
risk/reward investments should be part of the mix but not replace the airport.

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and 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:

POAL is high quality land but low quality operation. Some privatisation would suit its
model well

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:

50/50 invest and opex

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?

Other

Tell us why:

Should be transferred only upon the confirmation a north port + rail or extensive
investment in rail to Tauranga. We cannot otherwise rely on the government or private
sector to properly supply Auckland with its goods.

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Other
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.
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Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

| don't know

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

| don't know

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

Support

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Water quality targets should not be reduced. Our water ways are in very poor
health and attention is being brought to it through accurate and accessible
measurements such as Safeswim. All efforts to improve water quality should be

maintained and improved.
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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?

| support most priorities

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
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Engage with our community and key Fairly Important
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 Not Important
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 Very Important
network (greenways) to create a safer, off
road, well-connected networks for active

modes of transport.

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

7c. What do you think of the Hibiscus and Bays proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-2034?

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.

8. Do you have any other comments?

Auckland council is making lots of good noise on behalf of Auckland. To be more
legitimate it should work on increasing vote participation at the next election.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

more safe schools, more to support vulnerable road users (cyclists, children,
pedestrians) more on air quality improvements, more focus on getting people to
reduce private vehicle usage, more to connect the north shore via cycling and walking.
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1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

more reliable public transport will increase usage and will support people to change
behaviours away from private vehicles. Capped weekly passes will encourage more
people out of their cars and onto public transport. Reducing spending on pedestrian
crossings and cycleways is not improving safety for these vulnerable road users.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

spend more on safer cycle routes and improved pedestrian walkways, spend more on

safe schools and encouraging school children to walk and cycle to school. spend more
on traffic calming measures and strategies to encourage more Aucklanders out of cars
and onto public transport

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management

Tell us why:

look at other revenue streams for the stadium beyond just a sports 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
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Tell us why:

don't want privately run airport

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

invest funds into waterfront and city centre improvements

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?
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Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the Support
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which Do not support
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse Support
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to | don't know
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate | don't know
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipatiki in 2024/2025?

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?
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Investing in the maintenance and renewal
of our parks, playgrounds, recreation

facilities, and other public spaces so they
continue to meet our communities needs.

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.

Very 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
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

Very Important

Building relationships with local iwi and
mataawaka groups so that Kaipatiki is rich
with Maori identity and culture.

Very Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Kaipatiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

20347

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water As proposed
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development 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?

Placemaking in our neighbourhoods and a focus on 15 minute neighbourhoods to
reduce the need for car travel and make Auckland a more liveable 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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No. I would like to see Auckland operate more like a state with greater autonomy. The
current government plans are bad for Auckland and it needs to be recognised that
Auckland is very different from the rest of the Country.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

| support safer speeds, traffic calming on local roads and improved walking and cycling
infrastructure. 30% of trips in Auckland are less than 2km - lets make it safe and
attractive for people to use active modes more.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Walking and cycling infrastructure

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

no

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management

Tell us why:

The stadium is a good resource and it feels wasteful to close it. Why not give it a
chance with improved 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)?

Proceed with the proposal



#7296 4>

Tell us why:

| am in favour if this makes the best use of the investment for 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:

Retaining control of the port gives the council more options and if a private operator
could run the port and make a profit after leasing costs, then surely that can be done
under the current operation.

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

No change — leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the
port operations

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?
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Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the Support
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which | don't know
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse Do not support
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to | don't know
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipatiki in 2024/2025?

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?
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Investing in the maintenance and renewal
of our parks, playgrounds, recreation

facilities, and other public spaces so they
continue to meet our communities needs.

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.

Very 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.

Fairly Important

Supporting a community climate activation
programme to support and amplify
community initiatives identified in the
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

Very Important

Building relationships with local iwi and
mataawaka groups so that Kaipatiki is rich
with Maori identity and culture.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Kaipatiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

20347

8. Do you have any other comments?

| would like to see climate considerations at the heart of the Council's programme.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

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 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?

Public transport, esp. dedicated busways on motorways and Harbour Bridge
2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct
Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

| don't know

Tell us why:

Still not clear what the advantages and disadvantages of this proposal are

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

| don't know

Tell us here:

Difficult to tell which option will result in the least cuts to services.
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4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

| don't know

Tell us here:

See answer above.
4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?
Tell us here:

Need more time to understand the options.

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

| don't know
Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

| don't know
Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

| don't know

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

| don't know

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

| don't know

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

| don't know

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of

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: Kaipatiki

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport

Water

City and local development

Environment and regulation

Parks and Community

Economic and cultural development

Council support

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?
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Tell us why:

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

Tell us here:

| oppose privatization | support public ownership of the port for the future benefit of all
Aucklanders.

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?

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?




8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do less
Water Do more
City and local development Do less
Environment and regulation As proposed
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development Do less
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you

would be prepared to pay more for?

Storm water has been poorly designed or not designed. Long term fix required to
discharge storm water correctly to avoid slips and washouts which destroy the
environment and cause more costs in the long run.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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Don't need to update shopping centres as often as has been done. Only replace
footpaths, when necessary, not because of some renew | timeline.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Do not support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Raised pedestrian crossings are dangerous, need to look for pedestrian's not raised
roads. Buses are half empty, need to have feeder busses not more busses doing full
trips. Remove bike lanes that are not used or under used. Combined bikes BEELS and
pedestrians.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Free parking for people to drive, park, and then catch bus
2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Keep the stadium precinct as it is

Tell us why:

It does not belong to the wider Auckland city. It is close to the bus expressway and
should be designed to deliver people in and out quickley.

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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:

If they can't make a profit, then no one will buy them.

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:

Same as before

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:

Investment returns in general are used to fund needs.

4d. Do you have 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:

Most of the gains from change in use of port land already made has gone to private
profit not public gain.



5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

Don't trust councils to keep it for the benefit of the public. Give it back to the original

owners of the seabed from whence it came.

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.

Other

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Do not support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

all areas should pay as they throw. | have a large section and pay sewage rates on the
water | use in the summer to keep the garden and water containers in good order for
the benefit of native bird live. Have never used the food scrap recycle bin [all
composted] and my land fill bin is probably put out 2-3 times a year. | pay a summer
sewage rate that never gets to the sewage plant and a food scrap Levey that | don't
use. Please spare me from a land fill charge which | would seldom use.

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Kaipatiki

o9
/e
L\

=
P
===



SAY

#7491 :“":‘%

]
P —1

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipatiki in 2024/20257

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Investing in the maintenance and renewal Fairly Important
of our parks, playgrounds, recreation

facilities, and other public spaces so they
continue to meet our communities needs.

Supporting a community-led approach for Fairly Important
the delivery of relevant and diverse services
that connect the community

Supporting environmental groups, Very Important
community volunteers, and our diverse
communities to carry out environmental
restoration projects, including stream clean-
ups, habitat improvement, native riparian
planting, and pest control.

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline Not Important
Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te
Wai Manawa alongside our community to
address the issues caused by flooding and
seawater inundation.

Supporting a community climate activation Fairly Important
programme to support and amplify
community initiatives identified in the
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.
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Building relationships with local iwi and Fairly Important
mataawaka groups so that Kaipatiki is rich
with Maori identity and culture.

Tell us why

Little Shoal Bay is a large park off which only the piece between the road and the sea
is needed as a park grassed area. It is sandwiched between two housing areas that
are not been intensified with extra housing needing more recreation areas. Put the
mon

7c. What do you think of the Kaipatiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
20347

They need to listen to health experts, not just pressure groups.

8. Do you have any other comments?

A bridge has been built at a huge cost against the local board in Kauri Glen reserve
which should have received its major funding from Auckland transport because it joins
to areas that should have been served by the paper road that has not and will never be
built. This bridge will be used by school children to save 20 minutes getting to
Northcote college from an area which is been rebuilt to a very high intensity and for the
general public to access the Onewa Road bus service. The old track was used for this,
now there will just be more people using it. Yes, there will be some use of the bridge as
a bush walk but its majority use is as part of the roading network that was not built.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

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 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?

Communication

Promote the city as a place for young people. We look very white middle aged, middle
class centric
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People do not always proactively go to the information. Take the positive new to them.
E.g. the Eke Panuku successes and proposed projects, including the stake holders
opinions. Good News!

Do more in economic and cultural development to generate business and therefore,
local revenue.

Encourage businesses to show their best side. In many places we look shabby.

More intense cleaning of the city. The streets look shabby. CBD is very often the shop
window to Auckland and the rest of the country.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

Maybe not less but interrogate all projects and engineer out cost where it does not
compromise on how we appear.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Economic and some environmental considerations are addressed in the plan which go
hand in hand.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?
A business plan which increases CBD footfall also increasing secondary spend.

Why visit Auckland? Fun for the young, diverse, families and the middle to upper
income bracket.

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

The minimum of the T lanes should be two not three. This causes unnecessary
congestion at certain times of day, with heavier fines for those that disobey T2 rules.

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?
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Other

Tell us why:

Public private partnership would be the better option and in turn a change of
management.

| had first-hand experience with this venue as a contractor. It has much potential but
the asset has not been maintained and the management is institutionalized with no
motivation to generate revenue to support the 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)?

Other

Tell us why:
Only sell share if they do not generate a dividend or the return is negligible.

Do not use any funds generated by the share sell off for operational costs, only capital.

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

private operators' contract with profit share would be preferable. This would motivate
cost effective operation and improve council revenue.

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:

These sorts of funds should be invested not dissipated by operational costs. Once
spent they are lost. Reliance on them could cause a false sense of security revenue
wise and if they decrease it would mean rate rises anyway.

4d. Do you have 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:

Council needs to stabilise before continuing with large projects that are nice to have
unless they generate revenue.

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

Council needs to stabilise before continuing with large projects that are nice to have
unless they generate revenue.

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Support

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,

Support
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

If central government deregulate the use of green sites for residential development,
then there should be some subsidy for new infrastructure and services.

Local board priorities
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipatiki in 2024/2025?

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Investing in the maintenance and renewal Fairly Important
of our parks, playgrounds, recreation

facilities, and other public spaces so they
continue to meet our communities needs.

Supporting a community-led approach for Fairly Important
the delivery of relevant and diverse services
that connect the community
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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.

Very 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
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

Very Important

Building relationships with local iwi and
mataawaka groups so that Kaipatiki is rich
with Maori identity and culture.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

Until council finances have stabilised, we need to maintain not develop.

More independent organisations should organise event.

Climate and eco projects are important everywhere.

7c. What do you think of the Kaipatiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

20347
OKiish

8. Do you have any other comments?

Great city, great people but not promoted aggressively enough to generate pride and
the look and feel does not always appear as if we want young peoples' money or

patronage.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

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 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?

Absolutely not With my pension cost of living mortgage house insurance i barely
manage to pay my current bills and rates and all the council add here and there and
my pension so = Struggling Get rid of those Useless councillors start saving not
spending extravavagantly like the previous mayors We the ratepayers are sick and
tired od those thing they are just a con to pay for those people in the council getting
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thousand of $$$$$$$$ yearly and than they will do as they please so my comments
really do not count at all because secret council meeting we hav virtually no SAYor
better you saying do as you told as and Shut The F@Q@# UP

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Don’t support any of the proposal

Tell us why:

| am disable so public transport i never use of intension of using it them because for
my appointment in most of hospital i would have to pay the full fare because it will be
suitable for my medical condition

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

i could give lot of example were all the money spent

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Spend on project of future spending and after all the proposal so much money spend
on project for fencing in Normanton Park Glenfield it close off before Christmas up to
date still closed and no work the fence still up and the project still on the drawing

laughing say what of money

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Keep the stadium precinct as it is

Tell us why:

The previous the mayors extravaganza i remember the N H.S was not profitable but
they curry on but was a flop
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4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Other

Tell us why:

I cannot beleive you keep asking same question underwhen you do not have a plan
either so do you think you will listen to as on previuos you people never have

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.

Do not support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Do not support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Do not support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Do not support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Do not support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Do not support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

No Comments

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipatiki in 2024/2025?

| do not support any priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Investing in the maintenance and renewal Not Important
of our parks, playgrounds, recreation

facilities, and other public spaces so they
continue to meet our communities needs.
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Supporting a community-led approach for
the delivery of relevant and diverse services
that connect the community

Not 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

Supporting a community climate activation
programme to support and amplify
community initiatives identified in the
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

Not Important

Building relationships with local iwi and
mataawaka groups so that Kaipatiki is rich
with Maori identity and culture.

Not Important

Tell us why

No comment

7c. What do you think of the Kaipatiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

20347

no comment because Watercare and other contractorhave taking too long to the

completion dates
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8. Do you have any other comments?

Most of your councilors sitting down have chat have cappucino lok at the file and future
project wih the ratepayers money so trim all you staff and gert some really work done
and gain trust from the ratepayers
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water As proposed
City and local development Do less
Environment and regulation Do less
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development Do less
Council support Do less

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

An independent proposal for transport 2024-2034

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

Tell us why:

No need to update the stadium.

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

| don't 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?

Other

Tell us why:

The council can hold a tender for the public regarding the future usage of the wharves.
If any organization or individual company has a proposal that can create more financial
benefit for Auckland, they may submit it.

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Do not support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Do not support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Do not support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Do not support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to | don't know
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to

properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate | don't know

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipatiki in 2024/2025?

| do not support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Investing in the maintenance and renewal Fairly Important
of our parks, playgrounds, recreation

facilities, and other public spaces so they
continue to meet our communities needs.

Supporting a community-led approach for Not Important
the delivery of relevant and diverse services
that connect the community

Supporting environmental groups, Not Important
community volunteers, and our diverse
communities to carry out environmental
restoration projects, including stream clean-
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ups, habitat improvement, native riparian
planting, and pest control.

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline
Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te
Wai Manawa alongside our community to
address the issues caused by flooding and
seawater inundation.

Not Important

Supporting a community climate activation
programme to support and amplify
community initiatives identified in the
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

Not Important

Building relationships with local iwi and
mataawaka groups so that Kaipatiki is rich
with Maori identity and culture.

Not Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Kaipatiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

20347

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do less
Water Do less
City and local development Do less
Environment and regulation Do less
Parks and Community Do less
Economic and cultural development Do less
Council support Do less

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

No

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

Reduce inefficient projects



#7580 4>

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)?

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:

Auckland has too many bars and alcohol providing establishments as it is

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

Commercial activity is more important than public boozing

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Do not support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Do not support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Do not support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Do not support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Do not support

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of

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?

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipatiki in 2024/2025?

| do not support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Investing in the maintenance and renewal Not Important
of our parks, playgrounds, recreation

facilities, and other public spaces so they
continue to meet our communities needs.

Supporting a community-led approach for Not Important
the delivery of relevant and diverse services
that connect the community

Supporting environmental groups, Not Important
community volunteers, and our diverse
communities to carry out environmental
restoration projects, including stream clean-
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ups, habitat improvement, native riparian
planting, and pest control.

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline
Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te
Wai Manawa alongside our community to
address the issues caused by flooding and
seawater inundation.

Not Important

Supporting a community climate activation
programme to support and amplify
community initiatives identified in the
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

Not Important

Building relationships with local iwi and
mataawaka groups so that Kaipatiki is rich
with Maori identity and culture.

Not Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Kaipatiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

20347

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

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?

The important things are
- public transport and cycling access, flood mitigation, sewerage and water supply.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Cycleways, public transport and pedestrian access are important to all mature cities.
Please do not be bullied by central government into complying with their ideologies.

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:

North Harbour Stadium - as it stands now - is not meeting the needs of the local
community. Please retain the aspects that the local people use, and get rid of the rest.

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

| don't know

Tell us why:

Ak needs a cash injection. However - whether the "Ak future fund" would generate
more income than the current airport shares and port operation, is debatable.
Whatever happens please do not fritter away our city's assets - the capital MUST BE
RETAINED and interest only spent. Do not use the proposed fund to reduce rates.
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That only continues the short-sighted approach to rates which has got us into the
position we now find ourselves.

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 an asset which should not be sold.

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:

Because that is a continuation of what is already happening - makes sense.

4d. Do you have 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:

If there need to be major changes to the port operation in the future, then do a
complete review of the ways we get goods in and out of Auckland. Until then, do not
make piecemeal changes.
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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:

If there need to be major changes to the port operation in the future, then do a
complete review of the ways we get goods in and out of Auckland. Until then, do not
make piecemeal changes.

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the Support
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which Support
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Do not support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to | don't know
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to

properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipatiki in 2024/2025?

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?
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Investing in the maintenance and renewal
of our parks, playgrounds, recreation

facilities, and other public spaces so they
continue to meet our communities needs.

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
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

Fairly Important

Building relationships with local iwi and
mataawaka groups so that Kaipatiki is rich
with Maori identity and culture.

Very Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Kaipatiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

20347
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8. Do you have any other comments?

A
#7610




e "\§
N #7623

\\‘5-‘

I

Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more

Water As proposed
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation Do more

Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development 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?

| believe the most important challenge we are going to face in the next century is the
climate change one. For the sake of our children, we need to prioritise investment
toward solutions which will help reducing the carbon footprint of the city. An
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improvement of the public transport solution, and more incentive to help Aucklanders
make the switch, and stop using their cars everyday would be a great objective.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Do not stop investment in cycling lanes and footpaths, those are crucial to help people
stop using their cars for small distances errands.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Public transport!

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

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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Infrastructure such as the Auckland Airport are an assets which should be kept to the
public, and therefore the council. This is the best way to ensure it continues to server
the people in the best manner.

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:

Again, the key infrastructures of the city are an assets which should be kept as much
as possible under the control of the council. Besides, swapping immediate gains
against future loss by selling assets is not a future proof way of administrating.

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?
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Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the Do not support
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which Support
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse Support
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to | don't know
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate | don't know
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipatiki in 2024/2025?

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?



YOUR
SAY

SN

#7623

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

| don't know

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.

| don't know

Supporting a community climate activation
programme to support and amplify
community initiatives identified in the
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

Very Important

Building relationships with local iwi and
mataawaka groups so that Kaipatiki is rich
with Maori identity and culture.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Kaipatiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

20347

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Proceed with the central proposal

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation As proposed
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development 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?

Continue with bus lanes and more trains. Ferries to Birkenhead and Northcote Point.
We need a rapid transport proposition for Kumeu to Auckland and Warkworth to
Auckland.

Do not start charging for park and ride - everyone will drive into the city instead
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1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

Do not duplicate marketing overseas and attempting to bring international investment
into Auckland - this is done by Central Government/and the rest could be done inside
the Council. It does not need to be duplicated by Auckland Unlimited.

Do not build a new waterfront stadium. That is not a sound proposal when we are
struggling economically.

How much will it cost to set up and administer the planned future fund? Who will
monitor it? How will that be paid for? How much will running costs be?

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

The Mayor announced he would be scrapping the Eastern Busway because of the
shortfall in Regional Fuel Tax. This is not mentioned in the LTP, | support busways and
other mass transit proposals. Having a public transport system that works for
everyone is critical.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?
A second ferry service provider.
Bus services in more remote areas.

Bus services/ferry services to Regional Parks from the city centre.

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?
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Spending on cycleways is nice but not essential as there have been studies to show
that cycleways benefit only one demographic within the population.

| do not see the need to get rid of level crossings on roads, at additional expense.

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

Underusage. The precinct could be the new Home Ground for the City Mission on 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:

Completely disagree with leasing the Port. Eg to DP World who are internationally
known for their appalling labour conditions. If you do go ahead with this a 35 years
lease is far too long - 10 years max. Have you actually consulted Ngati Whatua Orakei
about this? Its their land too.

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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Completely disagree with plan to lease out port. A35 year proposed lease is too long
and shows what dreadful business negotiation skills the Council has.

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

The crucial services for Auckland are rubbish collection, parks and green spaces and
water and transport ( including managing the water environment). Everything else is
an added bonus and could be funded through Port profits.

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?
Tell us here:

Completely disagree with Council divesting itself of an asset for Aucklanders.

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

| agree in principal to use these wharves for the good of Auckland. | do not think
another stadium ( when we are talking about decommissioning the North Shore one) is
a good 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?
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Do not support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Do not support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
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increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Do not support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

I would prefer water quality targeted rate to be rate set to fund programme and repay
capex over 30 years rising at 3.5% per yea

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Albert-Eden,Kaipatiki

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/20257?

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Celebrating different people and cultures,
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.
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Continuing our environmental work through
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Planning for how our parks and open space
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Supporting our community groups with
funding, information, learning new skills and
building their capability and networks.

Settling in at the new, medium-term location
for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to
investigate what the long-term library
solution might be and how we will fund it.

Working with the community on activations
in the Mt Albert Civic Square.

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to
minimise waste and improve environmental
and climate outcomes.

Not Important

Tell us why

I am firmly against removing bins from parks. Especially in the area that attracts most
tourists. We will have parks littered with rubbish - which will make tourists think it is a

dump.

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget

2024-20347

They seem to go in the right direction but | do not agree with proposal to remove

rubbish bins from parks

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipatiki in 2024/2025?
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?
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Investing in the maintenance and renewal
of our parks, playgrounds, recreation

facilities, and other public spaces so they
continue to meet our communities needs.

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.

Very 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.

Fairly Important

Supporting a community climate activation
programme to support and amplify
community initiatives identified in the
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

Fairly Important

Building relationships with local iwi and
mataawaka groups so that Kaipatiki is rich
with Maori identity and culture.

Fairly Important

Tell us why
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7c. What do you think of the Kaipatiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
20347

| agree with almost all of the priorities. | would love for some plan to restore the
walkways at Le Roys Bush from the library. | do not think you should move the
museum or the resource centre at Birkenhead War Memorial Park. That would be a
huge waste of money to just build car parks.

8. Do you have any other comments?



e 2\

\.-'4.

SAY

h_]

#7650

a

b

\

Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

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 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?

Targeted local board funding in my area to keep up the good work they do enhancing
our local parks and walkways, and supporting the removal of weed plants and pests
(including financial support for recognised volunteer groups)

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?



#7650 4>

Challenge central government on their contribution to how they fund Auckland using
our taxes.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:

The plan has been adjusted to match available funding and prioritises the most
important projects.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Traffic management - clearly required, but one size does not fit all. Should be outcome
focused ie on safety not box ticking

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

| don't believe it is value for money. Better stadiums elsewhere do a better job.

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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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I am not confident that this proposal will have a better return on investment than
leaving the shares in the status quo arrangement.

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 have never seen a public benefit from overseas ownership of assets. It doesn't make
sense when they need to make their own profits that we would benefit. Far better to do
a better job ourselves without loss of ownership.

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:

Less overhead costs than running a fund.

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

It is inevitable that port operations will need to untimately change, this is a good start.,
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5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

| don't know

Tell us why:

We need to see government investment in rail infrastructure etc before risking creating
a bottle neck of goods into Auckland.

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the Support
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which Support
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.




SN

#7650

r ]
ol

P
===

/
0

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Other

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Support

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

Support

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Rates funded rubbish on the North Shore - while | understand the rationale and
potential benefits, | prefer user pays as for many it helps as an incentive to minimise
waste, whereas rates funded does not. If there is a significant reduction in cost by
moving to fortnightly collections it won't be so bad. But | struggle with paying for other
people's rubbish collection who are not using food scraps or recycling. If you do this
properly a small household probably only needs to put the rubbish out every six weeks

or so.

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Kaipatiki
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7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipatiki in 2024/20257

| support all priorities

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.

Very 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
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

Very Important
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Building relationships with local iwi and Very Important
mataawaka groups so that Kaipatiki is rich
with Maori identity and culture.

Tell us why

I am very happy with the focus of the local board and how they are spending my rates.
They therefore have my trust to make the right investments. | also endorse my local
councillor Richard Hills for his significant contribution to the good of the area.

7c. What do you think of the Kaipatiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

20347

As above, | trust them to have my interest.

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

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?

Attract investment and develop economy

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

Unwarranted waste
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Transportation needs more innovation and a 10-year long-term plan, rather than just
making do with the current patchwork.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Design a more efficient urban bus system, increase t2/t3, increase congestion
charges, reduce bus fares, stabilize the railway system

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Reduce unnecessary road renovations and some vanity projects, such as urban rail
tracks

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management

Tell us why:

The site needs to be re-planned for operation. It is currently underutilized and lacks
appeal. But | hope it will not be changed to other uses.

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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 City Council should remain neutral on operations and maximise returns from port
business through free market competition.

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 is one of the characteristics of Auckland's traditional Chinese medicine.
Please don't destroy it in a rush for quick success.

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).

Other

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

| don't know

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

| 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 | don't know
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to

properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate | don't know

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

The budget of the region should be borne by the local taxes of the region. It is

unreasonable for the city council to bear the burden.

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Kaipatiki

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport As proposed
Water As proposed
City and local development Do less
Environment and regulation Do less
Parks and Community Do less
Economic and cultural development Do less
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

1) Redevelop all of the waterfront area currently utilised by POAL

2) Build highly-utilised community assets. There aren't enough badminton/basketball/
indoor courts. The ones we have are used 24/7. So rather than spending on big
stadia/footy fields focus our money on building what's really needed. And yes I'll pay
my share.
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1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

1)Less wasteful spending on "nice to haves" like overlay wayfinding signage,
integration of te reo in environments not envisaged by te tiriti (i.e it's totally appropriate
for any hui, but none of our forbears would have contemplated broadcasting of
transport routes in both languages. That's just wasteful and has been delivered in a
way that isn't growing the use of te reo).

2)Stop spending our money on Eden Park. You (Council) have lent them money only
to go and forgive their "loans". They clearly aren't good stewards of our money so stop
supporting them. They have been given chances and have failed. Time for a new
model.

3) Don't spend $33M on North Harbour Stadium. Why is this money ring-fenced for
option2?

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Suburban Aucklanders shouldn't be paying an equal portion of the costs of the CRL.
This is an irrelevance for most Aucklanders.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Speed humps, raised crossings and gold-plated cycle lanes. There is no evidence that
these work. Look at the millions spent on the Northcote cycleway. It's been 6 years and
no one uses it. A total waste of our money.

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?
Other



#7658 4>

Tell us why:

| agree with considering redeveloping the stadium but don't want a commitment to
spend $33M as Tataki Auckland Unlimited and your plan propose. How can you have
determined the budget to "Consider redeveloping the stadium"?

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

| don't know

Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?
Other

Tell us here:

Move the Port! Take a look at Sydney. In the 70s and early 80s Darling Harbour was
the commercial port. They moved it and have infinitely enhanced the city. As ships get
larger and larger it is ridiculous to think that POAL will operate efficiently without further
encroachment into the harbour over the next 35 years. Now is the time. Shift it to a
deep water port.

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Other

Tell us here:

See above

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?

Other

Tell us why:

Do it now.

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Other

Tell us why:

Do it now.

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Do not support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the | don't know
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
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reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

| don't know

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Do not support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to | don't know
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to

properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Kaipatiki
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7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipatiki in 2024/2025?

| support most priorities

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

Supporting environmental groups,
community volunteers, and our diverse
communities to carry out environmental
restoration projects, including stream clean-
ups, habitat improvement, native riparian
planting, and pest control.

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline
Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te
Wai Manawa alongside our community to
address the issues caused by flooding and
seawater inundation.

Very Important

Supporting a community climate activation
programme to support and amplify
community initiatives identified in the
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.
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Building relationships with local iwi and
mataawaka groups so that Kaipatiki is rich
with Maori identity and culture.

Tell us why

Basically Council is reliant upon volunteers for most of the priority tasks in the Kaipatiki
ward. So for those that require some spending Council should give 100%.

7c. What do you think of the Kaipatiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
20347

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

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 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 management of staff to create efficient and effective teams and practices so
more support is going towards services.

More public transport, continue resourcing and future proofing our public transport
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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 events as these are not well advertised, do not have many people attend,
and require a lot of staffing. Focus more on the services already available e.g. utilising
libraries.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Raised pedestrian crossings and cycles ways are good safety tools to allow safe
areas. Focus on areas that are currently unsafe or in a heavy car traffic area to allow
for pedestrians and cyclists to travel.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Public transport- future proofing the service’s to allow for growth in rapidly growing
areas.

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Streamline road works teams, there always seems to be a lot of people on one job - a
lot not occupied with anything

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 current management is the issue, not the stadium itself. Improve the management
and upkeep the current building. Have more community events and engagement. As
this is a growing area it has the potential to be a hub for the north shore with the right
management
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The concern is that if the rebuild is no better than the current stadium is, that the north
shore looses a potential asset. The grounds could be turned into a cricket ground to
utilise the space more.

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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:

Lack of trust in the council to protect the money, better left in a safe investment

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

Tell us here:

The risk of the council needing to step in take on the operation again and struggling is
too high if the leased operation is to fail. However there must be a high probability of
making profit if the lease is priced so high - council needs to explore further how to get
more profit from the Ports

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 increase in our current climate would be difficult for many families. Increase the
profits of the ports and put this towards the services budgets
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4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?
Tell us here:

Nil

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 need more usable space by the viaduct, this is the best hub in Auckland but is
currently limited to the viaduct area. Extend this and extend spending in 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:

Same as above

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
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we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Support

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

Support
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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?

Nil

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipatiki in 2024/2025?

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Investing in the maintenance and renewal Very Important
of our parks, playgrounds, recreation

facilities, and other public spaces so they
continue to meet our communities needs.

Supporting a community-led approach for Fairly Important
the delivery of relevant and diverse services
that connect the community

Supporting environmental groups, Very Important
community volunteers, and our diverse
communities to carry out environmental
restoration projects, including stream clean-
ups, habitat improvement, native riparian
planting, and pest control.
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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

Supporting a community climate activation
programme to support and amplify
community initiatives identified in the
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

Fairly Important

Building relationships with local iwi and
mataawaka groups so that Kaipatiki is rich
with Maori identity and culture.

Very Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Kaipatiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

20347

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

| support the focus on busways, the fare cap and dynamic lanes. | oppose the
reduction in spending on road safety measures such as raised crossings.

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:

North Harbour stadium isn't used to its potential. If it can be made more efficient |
would support that.

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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:

| oppose the sale of Auckland Airport shares. It's a major piece of infrastructure that
should remain in public ownership.

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:

I'm happy to support leasing and investing as it retains public ownership while
delivering the best financial option to ratepayers. This is a fundamental difference from
the Auckland Airport 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:

As noted above, if the council continues to operate the port but invests in the future
fund, then that results in higher service cuts, which | would oppose.

4d. Do you have 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.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Do not support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
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increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.
Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to | don't know

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate | don't know
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipatiki in 2024/2025?

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Investing in the maintenance and renewal Fairly Important
of our parks, playgrounds, recreation
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facilities, and other public spaces so they
continue to meet our communities needs.

Supporting a community-led approach for
the delivery of relevant and diverse services
that connect the community

| don't know

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.

Very 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.

Fairly Important

Supporting a community climate activation
programme to support and amplify
community initiatives identified in the
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

Very Important

Building relationships with local iwi and
mataawaka groups so that Kaipatiki is rich
with Maori identity and culture.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Kaipatiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

20347

| particularly support the proposal to increase bus and ferry service and mitigate the

flood risk in the Wairau Valley.

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

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?

Way more public transport and alternative modes of transports (walking and cycling) |
want to see Auckland become a walkable city where kids and families are safe

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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Prioritizing Personal Cars as the primary mode of transport

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

| want to see more raised pedestrian crossings and cycle ways. It is so short sighted to
have discount the power of walking and cycling...

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

More on cycling and safe walking infrastructure! Towns are so much more livable when
you get the cars out of the central focus! Charge way more for parking! | want to see
congestion charging too

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Car infrastructure and parking facilities.

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:
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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:

Continued oversite can allow prioritization of public objectives over profit
maximization..

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.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipatiki in 2024/20257?

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Investing in the maintenance and renewal Very Important
of our parks, playgrounds, recreation

facilities, and other public spaces so they
continue to meet our communities needs.
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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.

Very 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.

Fairly Important

Supporting a community climate activation
programme to support and amplify
community initiatives identified in the
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

Very Important

Building relationships with local iwi and
mataawaka groups so that Kaipatiki is rich
with Maori identity and culture.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Kaipatiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

20347

They are great! i love seeing support for nature and public spaces! Keep it up. | would
love to see Walking and cycling related investments to make Kaipatiki a more

walkable/cyclable region for families.

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Kaipatiki

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support Do more

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

Remedial and re-routing work on tracks affected by storm events, coastal erosion and
kauri dieback, e.g. tracks and coastal reserves around Island Bay, Beach Haven.

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:

Generally headed in the right direction. Cycleways are good, but where possible on
partitioned footpaths. Some raised pedestrian crossings are necessary, but they need
to be less savage for cars - i.e. less raised. T3 lanes should be converted to T2.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?
Footpath maintenance. Weeding and care of plantings bordering motorways,

and other roadside areas,

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 current management appears to have been a large part of the problem with the
stadium, with some poor decisions and lack of promotion. The 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:
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There is no point in holding onto an 11% shareholding. It should never have got to this
stage in the first place.

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

Tell us here:

The port needs to be moved. That is far less likely to happen if port operations are
privately owned and operated.

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:

The waterfront needs major re-development for public use.

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:

The waterfront needs major re-development for public use.

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Do not support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the | don't know
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which Do not support
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse Do not support
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
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2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to | don't know
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to

properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate | don't know

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

The WQTR needs to be maintained at at least current levels. The proposed rates
funded refuse collection will result in higher levels of refuse and consequent strain on
landfill, lower recycling as more people wont bother with it. It is also very unfair on
small and refuse-aware households who may only put their refuse bin out every 2nd or

3rd week.

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Kaipatiki

Kaipatiki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipatiki in 2024/2025?

| support all priorities
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Investing in the maintenance and renewal
of our parks, playgrounds, recreation

facilities, and other public spaces so they
continue to meet our communities needs.

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.

Very 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.

| don't know

Supporting a community climate activation
programme to support and amplify
community initiatives identified in the
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

Very Important

Building relationships with local iwi and
mataawaka groups so that Kaipatiki is rich
with Maori identity and culture.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

The marvelous work of Kaipatiki volunteers needs to be supported to the hilt.
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