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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable): Northcote Town Centre Inc

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
City and local development Do more

Environment and regulation

Parks and Community

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?

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?

Tell us why:

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

Tell us why:

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

Tell us here:

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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

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

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

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

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

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?

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

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.

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

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

Tell us why

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

not really

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

not really
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:

more people more money

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

fast food

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

Tell us why:

i like it the way it is

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

| don't know

Tell us why:

i don't know

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?
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Tell us here:
not sure

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

| don't know

Tell us here:

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

Tell us here:

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

Tell us why:

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

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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 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?

Waterfront Stadium on the Tank Farm - the city needs a major attractor in the right
place for ferries and hospo industries across the city.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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Panuku Development Auckland are a corrupt organisation that must be shut down.

There a countless examples of insider deals that are shutting Aucklanders out of their
city and leaving asset value on the table - e.g. Waterfront Master Plan, Bayswater,
Northcote etc. In addition AT are choking Auckland to death with their still corrupt,
self (pre)serving, wasteful and mean spirited incompetence. Their so called transport
planning functions cost this city billions in lost productivity. In short they are over priced
procurement agency and city hall overhead that should and will ultimately be shut
down.

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:
Auckland FC need somewhere to go!

It is all about having tenants... the fact that Council is even asking this question shows
that you need to sell all Stadiums immediately!

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




AK
HAVE
YOUR
SAY
Proceed with the proposal
Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us here:

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

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

NS
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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 Do not support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

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

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

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse Support
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
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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?

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

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

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management

Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

Tell us here:

Relocate port to North Port

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

Tell us here:

Keep airport shares and Port of Auckland

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

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

benefit.

Tell us why:

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

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

public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

Support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual

Do not support
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programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

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

Support

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

| 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
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.

Do not support
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6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

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

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.

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

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

More community funded support for social housing, childcare, etc...

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



YOUR
SAY

No

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

| support the proposal but always want focus on cycling and walking options , ferries
etc...

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

As above

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:

Allow more community use

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

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

Tell us why:

| still do not believe the Council should be selling assets that Aucklanders own.

NS
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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:

M/a

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:

N/a

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

Again | don’t think the council should sell assets that belong to Aucklanders and have
longer term value.

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:
N/a

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

NS
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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 Do not support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the Support
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
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?

Yes

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.

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

Kaipatiki local board has made great progress for our community and needs to

continue to be able to work on their plan

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

20347

| do not support diverting funding away from the Kaipatiki board or North Shore under

‘fairer funding plan’



8. Do you have any other comments?

Don’t support reduced funding for local board
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of 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 less
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development Do less
Council support As proposed

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

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

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

Tell us why:

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

Sport and rec facillities need to be prioritised so our kids can go play outside and be
healthy.

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

Road works. SOOOOOO many cones out with nothing happening, huge disruptions for
minor gain.

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

Upgrade it so it can be fit for purpose, make it usable. so much potential there. sort it
out.

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

| don't know

Tell us why:

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

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

The 'little people' need to benefit NOW so they can raise their children WELL &
healthy. These are the children of the future. NZ's future.

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

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

The people need more. Now. in their lifetime. So kids can grow up happy. and make a
better future when they take the lead. GOOD impact NOW. Means amazing impact
later.

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).

Support

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

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

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

Do not support

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

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

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

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

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support

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

Local board priorities

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

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
of our parks, playgrounds, recreation

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

Very Important
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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.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

Everyone is spread too thin. We need to make small positive changes frequently.
Achievable changes that we reap NOW. So our children can feel good NOW. and be
happy. So they grow up to be better humans - our future leaders. We grow them now.

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

20347

its ok

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?

Tell us why:

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

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

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

Tell us why:

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

Tell us why:

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

Tell us here:

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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

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

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

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

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

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

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

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

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

Local board priorities

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

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: 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 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?

Create a permanent solution for pedestrian/cycling/mopeds to cross the Waitemata
harbour.

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

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

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

Cycling/pedestrian infrastructure

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

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

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

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

Makes sense to diversify risk away from Auckland for Aucklanders in case of a major
local crisis.

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:

As above, reduce risk of Auckland relying on Auckland infrastructure in case of
emergencies.

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:

Build fund, in future can be used otherwise. But have Auckland Future Fund reach a
beneficial level first.

4d. Do you have 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:

Opportunities to improve area for tourism, local amenity value etc.

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:



Opportunities to improve area for tourism, local amenity value etc.

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).

| 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.

| 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
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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 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

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.

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

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 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?

Bottom-line accessibility especially for disabled people in investment decisions. Also
see submission attached

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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Stop the North Harbour stadium project. Sell golf courses.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

| worry about kids walking to school in unsafe conditions, wheelchair users dealing
with uneven footpaths and hazardous crossings and blind people like myself
negotiating poorly parked escooters, and cyclists gambling with their lives because of
chronic underinvestment in joined up cycle ways. As a disabled person who cares
deeply about our interconnected wellbeing and the climate, investments in our
collective safety and emissions recductions must remain a top priority, even if central
Government does not come to the table.

Recommendation: that investment in transport initiatives that prioritise accessibility,
availability, safety and emissions reductions is a non-negotiable bottom line even if
other parts of "pay more get more" do not procede.

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

Raised crossings, and footpath/traffic light accessibility and safety audits especially
near public transport hubs and key facilities like schools and universities. More mobility
parking.

In addition to all of the PT/cycling/safety/walking pay more get more options.

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

Highways, roading-only stuff

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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Not a priority

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

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

Tell us why:

I am concerned about the risks of privitisation and prioritising short-term gain over
longer-term need for Council control over Council services inherent in the proposals to
lease Auckland's port, sell the remaining airport shares and create a future fund. | am
particularly apprehensive about the risks of leasing the port effectively ceding some
control offshore, even if Council has control on paper. If mana whenua have any
concerns about the lease, taking these into account needs to be a bottom line.

Recommendation: that the selling of Auckland airport shares, the leasing of the port of
Auckland and the creation of the Auckland Future Fund do not procede. Or, at minimu,
that these proposals, in more detail, go out for a second round of consultation.

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:

| am concerned about the risks of privitisation and prioritising short-term gain over
longer-term need for Council control over Council services inherent in the proposals to
lease Auckland's port, sell the remaining airport shares and create a future fund. | am
particularly apprehensive about the risks of leasing the port effectively ceding some
control offshore, even if Council has control on paper. If mana whenua have any
concerns about the lease, taking these into account needs to be a bottom line.
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Recommendation: that the selling of Auckland airport shares, the leasing of the port of
Auckland and the creation of the Auckland Future Fund do not procede. Or, at minimu,
that these proposals, in more detail, go out for a second round of consultation.

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:

This shouldn't all have been lumped into the LTP - it's too consequential a decision.
Alsso, listen to mana whenua

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).

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?

| want to see an ambitious plan which is unafraid to invest in intergenerational good.

Recommendation: that Auckland council increases rates in line with the get more pay
more option.

Recommendation: that Council continues to seek funding through advocacy to Central
Government

Recommendation: that borrowing be used as a mechanism for investment into
Auckland's long-term prosperity.

Council must also continue to ensure equity as rates increase, as recommended
below, but this is not a reason to avoid the increases.

Recommendation: that Council continue to provide rate rebate assistance and ensure
these processes are clear, user-friendly and accessible.

Recommendation: investigate for future plans the provision of any further targeted
rates which would enhance equity, tino rangatiratanga for tangata whenua and climate
justice

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 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

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

Really great much better than council, but please remember to ensure disabled
communityis also invested in and partnered with

8. Do you have any other comments?

I'm not sure if my submission uploaded below so if not please find it here and below

https://docs.google.com/document/d/1QI1-i-09TX1iVRb1rCGOV-
ksjw5gXpJvPuVbQz5qqCE/edit?usp=sharing

Auckland Long-term plan submission
Aine Kelly-Costello

| am a disabled Auckland resident. | am a member of auckland council's disability
Advisory Panel but I'm submitting, as permissible under the advisory panels TOR, in
my individual capacity.

Overall vision

I'm a disabled twenty-something resident of Te Raki Pae Whenua North Shore. | want
to live in a city whee all of us can travel around with ease in as climate-friendly and
accessible modes as we are able, without compromising what we do and where we go
based on insufficient buses or trains or cycleways or accessible footpaths or mobility
parks.

| know that my health, the health of all of us and the mauri of the taiao are inextricably
bound and | want to see us plan, very deliberately, for minimising flood risk, as well as
risk of future extreme weather and other emergencies, especially periods of intense
heat, drought, landslips and related natural hazards.

| want more shade canopies that let our city breathe and bring communities together to
enjoy picnics and strolls around our well-maintained parks and reserves.
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| want to know that when I'm organising a hui in my community, | can rely on the
availability of a range of accessible, well-ventilated, clean and affordable community
spaces to do so.

I want to know that in Tamaki Makaurau's beautiful cultural and artistic breadth, | an
rely on funding priorities to make sure that this vibrancy will be accessible to me as a
blind person, and to our disabled community katoa.

I want to believe that our elected representatives have the foresight to recognise that
intergenerational investment in our city is a sacrifice we desperately need to take. |
want an assurance that "better faster cheaper' doesn't mean "less accessible, higher-
emitting and worse for Maori". Mauriora.

NO reira, | support the gist of the pay more get more option as elaborated below, but
the document overall lacks coherency and lacks a clear and consistent rationale for
decision-making beyond an over-emphasis on itemising costings. Yes it's a budget,
yes understanding costings is important, but not at the expense of the precursors
which are a clear vision for the city.

Accessibility, equity, climat enad Maori impact lens

| am deeply frustrated to see an absence of an accessibility and disability lens in this
document, along with a dearth of equity, climate impact and Maori outcome
considerations. It is not enough to simply consult with Council's advisory panels; rather
the communities that panel's represent need to be visible within the plan and factored
into the investment decision-making.

From a disability lens, such visibility includes
A commitment that no investment will shortcut accessibility.

Free or low cost accessible, active public transport including essential road
safety, walking, cycling and mobility parking availability improvements.

Building and sustaining accessible, connected communities where everyone
can live without barriers to their participation including suitable accessible and multi-
generation housing and papakainga, infrastructure, community facilities and parks.

Developing a climate resilient, environmentally friendly city that can withstand
the challenges of climate change and contribute to its reversal.

Enabling the participation of disabled people in the economic life of the city as
workers and consumers.

Enabling the participation of disabled people in the artistic, cultural, sporting,
recreational and social life of the city.
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Ensuring that the voices of disabled people can be heard in all decisions,
especially those that impact on our disabled communities across Tamaki Makaurau.

Completing impact assessments for the release of the final plan is insufficient; these
need to feed into the consultation phases otherwise it's too late.

Recommendation: that climate, equity and Maori impact assessments are done and
publicly released prior to the consultation phases for Auckland council's plans and
budgets, in partnership in partnership with lwi authorities, Advisory Panels and other
climate justice stakeholders as appropriate.

Recommendation; that a disability & accessibility impact assessment is prioritised for
future plans in partnership with the disability advisory Panel.

| also have to document my frustration at how difficult the LTP consultation document,
even the word version which still at closing of consultation hasn't made it onto the
website and had to be requested. The number of unlabeled images/shapes/objects
and the layout overall is incredibly unwieldy and i'm an experienced screen reader
user. We do need text-only versions of these documents or else we can barely read
them and give up, so then Council loses out on our feedback. While it was good to see
provision of some accessible formats, that's not license to skip digital accessibility.

Recommendation: that future consultations ensure accessible digital documents are
provided, including Word and HTML versions.

Long-term Investment in Auckland for public good

| strongly favour the pay more, get more option. However, I'm disappointed to see the
groupings of proposals into three lumped options, for which the decision-making as to
what ended up in each option is not clearly specified hence the equity concerns above.

| want to see an ambitious plan which is unafraid to invest in intergenerational good.

Recommendation: that Auckland council increases rates in line with the get more pay
more option.

Recommendation: that Council continues to seek funding through advocacy to Central
Government

Recommendation: that borrowing be used as a mechanism for investment into
Auckland's long-term prosperity.

Council must also continue to ensure equity as rates increase, as recommended
below, but this is not a reason to avoid the increases.

Recommendation: that Council continue to provide rate rebate assistance and ensure
these processes are clear, user-friendly and accessible.

12
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Recommendation: investigate for future plans the provision of any further targeted
rates which would enhance equity, tino rangatiratanga for tangata whenua and climate
justice

I am concerned about the risks of privitisation and prioritising short-term gain over
longer-term need for Council control over Council services inherent in the proposals to
lease Auckland's port, sell the remaining airport shares and create a future fund. | am
particularly apprehensive about the risks of leasing the port effectively ceding some
control offshore, even if Council has control on paper. If mana whenua have any
concerns about the lease, taking these into account needs to be a bottom line.

Recommendation: that the selling of Auckland airport shares, the leasing of the port of
Auckland and the creation of the Auckland Future Fund do not procede. Or, at minimu,
that these proposals, in more detail, go out for a second round of consultation.

Transport

| worry about kids walking to school in unsafe conditions, wheelchair users dealing
with uneven footpaths and hazardous crossings and blind people like myself
negotiating poorly parked escooters, and cyclists gambling with their lives because of
chronic underinvestment in joined up cycle ways. As a disabled person who cares
deeply about our interconnected wellbeing and the climate, investments in our
collective safety and emissions recductions must remain a top priority, even if central
Government does not come to the table.

Recommendation: that investment in transport initiatives that prioritise accessibility,
availability, safety and emissions reductions is a non-negotiable bottom line even if
other parts of "pay more get more" do not procede.

The provision of public transport services is important for disabled Aucklanders in
terms of the ability to undertake social connection, inclusion and participation in their
communities.

If Auckland Council increases its investment in public transport again, then Auckland
Transport (AT) will be able to fully realise their Accessibility Action Plan which aims to
make the city’s transport network fully accessible for everyone, including disabled
people.
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| support the extension of the electric train network and future integration works for the
rapid transit network mega projects. We see rail as potentially one of the most
accessible ways for disabled people to access public transport and play our part in
reducing carbon emissions.

Another set of proposals | endorse are those around maintaining and increasing the
levels of public transport services provided. Undertaking more investment in this space
will ensure that more Aucklanders — including disabled people - can enjoy the benefits
of more modern, environmentally friendly, accessible buses as we move towards 2030.

Developing active transport modes is important for everyone, including disabled
people as many of Auckland’s disabled community are either walking or
wheelchair/mobility device using pedestrians and need to mobilise safely. At this point,
we want to reiterate the need for any walking, cycling or micromobility connections to
be placed separately but parallel to one another for safety reasons. Aside from that
consideration, we fully endorse the expansion of active transport networks across the
city under using the pay more, get more option.

Raised pedestrian crossings have been repeatedly proven to enhance safety for
pedestrians and the proposals to invest further in them should have been consulted on
in this LTP.

Recommendation: that, along with speed limits in residential areas as proposed under
"pay more get more", investment is made into raised pedestrian crossings.

The $50/week cap does not take equity into account.

Recommendation: implement the $50/week cap at minimum, but continue to examine
transport affordability from an equity lens.

Recommendation: provide provision for free public transport for community, cultural,
sporting and artistic events which enhance equity, regardless of the numbers of people
in attendance.

Recommendation: that Council increase its investment in public transport provision
and reverse previous cuts to enable the fulfilment of AT’s Accessibility Action Plan.
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Under thee Total Mobility scheme, a barrier requiring urgent attention is the insufficient
number of mobility vehicles. Taxi operators are charging more for mobility vehicles in
auckland which is discriminatory. A review of Total Mobility is ongoing but Council can
seek further funding for this most urgent barrier meantime.

Recommendation: that council advocates alongside aT to central government for
urgent funding to increase the number of mobility vehicles and investigate
mechanisms to drive down their cost.

Water

Disabled people were significantly impacted by last year’s flooding and cyclone Gabriel
in Auckland with many gaining firsthand experience of the poor state of the city’s water
network which had been subjected to decades of under-investment, leading to its
large-scale failure as the region faced some of its most damaging storms in over a
century.

Recommendation: support the proposals under the get more, pay more plan to
accelerate the ‘Making Space for Water’ programme within six years rather than
delivering it within 10 years under the central proposal.

This programme will create critical blue-green networks, overland flow path
management, better protection and support of rural residents, establish better flood
intelligence/warning systems, provide for stream rehabilitation, community-led flood
resilience and increased maintenance of stormwater networks that will enable them to
cope with future extreme weather events.

If the proposed ‘Making Space for Water’ investments are to be workable, provide
value for money and keep everyone safe, then it is important that Council engages
with all communities, including our disabled community, about how to make aspects of
these programmes fully inclusive and accessible.

Recommendation: that Auckland Council conducts an accessibility audit on relevant
aspects of the ‘Making Space for Water’ programme and that it engages with the
disabled community when doing so. Aspects of the programme which will need an
accessibility audit during the design phase include the location and design of blue-
green networks; identifying where overland flow path management is needed; ensuring
that flood intelligence/warning systems are accessible to everyone including Deaf and
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disabled communities; and the development and provision of community-led flood
resilience programmes.

Recommendation: support proposals to increase investment in renewal assets to
improve the resiliency of the region’s water network, bring forward investment to
further reduce outflows and improve compliance with discharge consents and reduce
gaps in the wastewater infrastructure such as those in Clarks Beach, Waiwera, Red
Hills and Warkworth.

Parks and community

| endorse the more equitable fairer funding model for local boards as this will mark a
move away from using an asset-based approach to one that will equally benefit all
communities, irrespective of their socioeconomic status.

Recommendation: that Auckland Council consider not only the equity of funding local
boards but also prioritise the provision of additional funding towards investing in
accessible infrastructure. Also, that local board regulations be updated to require that
infrastructure under their remit such as recreational facilities like pools and
playgrounds meet high accessibility standards in line with available guidance and local
community input

Recommendation: support the proposals under the ‘pay more, get more’ option to
increase capital funding for the asset portfolio to $5 billion, an amount that would
enable council to to put more investment into community asset renewals, maintenance
and running costs.

The potential for Council to invest in new assets including new parks and buildings
would be positive from an accessibility standpoint as building new facilities would
mean that they could be designed and constructed to Universal Design principles.
However, existing asset " optimisation" need to take accessibility into account also to
avoid the risk of existing accessible assets being amalgamated and losing accessibility
int he process.

Recommendation: that Council does not sacrifice well-sed and/or accessible
community facilities for short-term financial gain.
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For Auckland’s poorest communities, where many disabled people reside, this will
enable boards in these areas to make greater investments in more accessible facilities
and services.

One issue in the parks space that has been raised by users of augmentative and
alternative communication is around communication boards in parks as there is
concern that Council may (for budgetary reasons) use organisations which do not have
experience in developing AAC boards to develop and maintain them.

Recommendation: that the Council LTP require local boards to fund accessible
communication tools (including full AAG boards) in parks throughout the city.

City and local development (including housing)

| support the Eke Panuku’s $100 million Strategic Development Fund enabling better
regeneration outcomes with the reminder that community consultation is accessible,
Universal Design principles are key, and the Auckland Council Disability Panel is given
ample time to consult on any urban regeneration projects.

Recommendation: that Te Ara Tukutuku development on Wynyard Point for a park,
access to Wynyard Wharf, new laneways and streets and enabling works for future
mixed-use development sites be designed in a manner that pedestrian safety barriers
do not block walkways for wheelchairs, mobility scooters and mobility trikes.

The Midtown Regeneration Programme and the Karanga-a-Hape Station
neighbourhood improvement programme to enhance the urban environment and
support growth around CRL station ensure that pathways have clear pedestrian
access as Council seating, bin locations and art installations can cause blockages for
disabled. There are also the additional blockages from businesses signage on these
same public footpaths.

We support the access of public to port land including options for future use of Queens
Wharf. Past public events on the ports have been either inaccessible or had limited
accessibility for the disabled community, so an increase in awareness of the space
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needed for electric wheelchairs and mobility scooters for the design teams and
planners is a priority.

Recommendation : that Auckland Council fund expert monitoring to ensure that the
architects, landscape designers, engineering consultants, project management
companies, placemaking agencies and infrastructure companies they work with uphold
Council’'s commitment to Universal Design.

Environment and regulation
Disabled people often lacck access t our outdoor spaces.

Recommendation: fund the provision of guidance to local boards to ensure that all

upgrading of parks, tracks and other initiatives prioritieses accessibility in its fullest
sense, including different route lengths, flat access, communication boards, lots off
seating, shade cover, flat parking etc.

Recommendation: strong support for the reduction of carbon emissions and targeted
rates outlined under " pay more get more"

Economic and cultural development

Lantern, Polyfest, Diwali and Pride festivals are major events within Auckland and
often accessibility are afterthoughts with large festivals and events.

Recommendation: that cultural and artistic funding explicitly prioritises accessibility and
the hiring of disabled creatives.

Auckland Council recognises 19 iwi authorities and the Auckland Plan 2050 recognises
te Tiriti o Waitangi as the rangatira document on which local government in Auckland
works to deliver Maori aspirations. Maori directly or indirectly experience disability at a
higher rate than any other population group in Aotearoa New Zealand and there is
evidence across the whole of government around inaccessibility to housing for Maori
disabled.

Recommendation: that representation of Maori disabled voices from the different iwi on
the 19 iwi authorities be recognised as an important part of Te Tiriti to ensure
rangatiratanga for all Maori.

Council support
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Recommendation: that the number of performance targets comes from a values base
and recognises qualitative measures as well as quantitative.

Recommendation: Performance targets need to include outcomes for Maori and tauiwi
of colour, accessibility and universal design, equity and emissions reductions.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of 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 As proposed

Economic and cultural development

Council support

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

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

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

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

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

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

Tell us why:

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

Tell us why:

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

Tell us here:

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

Tell us here:

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

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

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

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Local board priorities

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

8. Do you have any other comments?
Claire Henderson
GM Marketing
Auckland Rugby League

Tj.a@aucklandleague.co.nz
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021304969
28.3.2024

Dear Auckland City Council,

I am writing to you on behalf of Auckland Rugby League to express our strong support
for the proposed increase in funding through the Sport and Recreation facilities
Investment Fund (SRFIF) as outlined in Auckland Council’s Long-term Plan 2024-
2034. As a Regional Sport Organisation deeply invested in the growth and
development of Rugby League in Auckland, we believe that the Long-term Plan (LTP)
presents a crucial opportunity to shape the future of our sport and our communities.

As a key pillar in our strategy to 2030, Auckland Rugby League has been steadfast in
our commitment to growing participation at all levels of the game. One of our proudest
achievements has been the phenomenal growth we have witnessed in the girls and
women's spaces within our sport. The number of female participants has surged,
reflecting a growing demand for opportunities for girls and women to engage in Rugby
League at both grassroots and elite levels.

However, as participation numbers continue to rise, so too does the need for fit-for-
purpose facilities to accommodate this growth. This entails community Clubrooms,
female changing rooms, sand carpeted fields, floodlit lighting. Adequate and
accessible facilities are essential in providing safe and enjoyable playing experiences
for our participants. Without suitable facilities, we risk hindering the development of
Rugby League in Auckland and depriving our communities of the benefits that sport
brings.

The proposed increase in capital funding for sport and recreation through the Sport
and Recreation Facilities Investment Fund (SRFIF), is a welcome step towards
addressing the infrastructure deficit that our sport faces. By investing in facilities that
meet the needs of our growing participant base, we can ensure that rugby league
remains a vibrant and inclusive sport for all Aucklanders.
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As we look towards the future, Auckland Rugby League is committed to working
collaboratively with Auckland Council to identify and prioritize the needs of our sport
and our communities. We believe that by investing in fit-for-purpose facilities and
supporting initiatives that promote participation, we can create a healthier, more active,
and more connected Auckland.
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In closing, | would like to extend our gratitude to Auckland Council for its ongoing
support of rugby league in Auckland. Together, we can continue to make a positive
impact on the lives of our participants and contribute to the thriving sporting landscape
of our city.

Thank you for your attention to this matter, and we look forward to the opportunity to
further discuss how we can work together to achieve our shared goals.

Sincerely,

Claire Henderson

GM Marketing

Auckland Rugby League
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of 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?

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

Don’t support any of the proposal

Tell us why:

wasting money

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

no

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

too much money wasted

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:
keep it

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

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

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund
Tell us here:

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

6a. What do you think of these proposals?
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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

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.
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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

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

20347

not 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 more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

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

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

Climate change mitigation and resilience measures in general

Facilitate Canoe Polo development (funding by others)at North Harbour stadium,
Albany as part of upcoming redevelopment.
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Assist Auckland Canoe Polo (soc. inc.) to mitigate algal blooms that have overtaken
the existing Canoe Polo facility at Quarry Lake, Northcote.

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

Redevelopment and development for its own sake. Maybe things are partly broken but
redevelopment so often doesn't fix that.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Projects must realistically match the available budget which can be expected to reduce
the scope and delivery of many transport projects. The cuts must be clearly
communicated as response to the reduction in funding as opposed to self-imposed
financial limits.

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

Public transport, public transport, and public transport. Livable cities do not require
every citizen to operate a car in order to exist!

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

Auckland Transport seems to derive absolutely appalling value for money with its
spending. Some of this is because they gloss over large parts of every plan right from
from the top down (eg provision of rail crossings being omitted from CRL costings) and
some is because nobody seems to be held to account for delivering any job in time, on
budget. Perpetually filling one pothole while leaving another beside it is just lining
Fulton Hogan's pockets without making anything any better.

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management
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Tell us why:

The stadium has never met its promised community goals. It benefits very few and
costs a ridiculous amount to operate. The first consideration must be to broaden its
possible use so more of the community can derive benefit.

| suggest a watersports complex with multiple, reconfigurable, 50m swimming pools
(covered or open, they would still be used)

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

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

Tell us why:

| believe the proposed investment fund will be mismanaged until there is nothing left
worth owning. Increasing costs for the Ports of Auckland and Auckland Airport will add
cost to every person, import and every export that goes through them. With large
margin amplifiers at every step in the process. | believe this plan will cost the region
far more than it benefits.

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 primary reason why Ports of Auckland performs "poorly" is because (dur to its
history) it is operating on land that is now ridiculously over-priced. Since There is no
appetite to remedy the distortions that are causing Auckland's land to earn more than
its citizens, the only other option is to move the port to less desirable real estate. The
lease precludes even talking about that.
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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:

How is a middle-man investment fund manager going to improve efficiency in our
investment-starved city? Well planned and executed projects get the jobs done,
investment funds make their manages wealthy.

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

Self-insurance requires self-discipline that we have never seen in our city's
management. It is very likely to be missing in action when it is ever needed.

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 you can't maintain increasing port activity in the future as Auckland grows, then stop
messing with it now. It is folly to contemplate making Auckland's import and export
supply chains ever longer and less secure!

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

If you can't maintain increasing port activity in the future as Auckland grows, then stop
messing with it now. It is folly to contemplate making Auckland's import and export
supply chains ever longer and less secure!
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Increasing truck movements and double-handling of goods as Auckland grows is not
acceptable in any form.

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. | don't know

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?

What is wrong with "pay as you throw" rubbish collection? Auckland has shown the
tremendous benefit gained through transparent implementing water metering. This is
more of the same philosophy.

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?

| do not support most priorities

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

Very Important

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

Fairly Important

Implement priority actions from the
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

Not Important

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

Fairly Important

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

Not Important

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

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

Planning how the city is used is crucial to its being used.

Parks are a core asset that must be planned to avoid huge inefficiencies.

An "Ethnic Plan" doesn't seem so important to me (perhaps | misunderstand its

potential benefits).

Relationships with Mao

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-20347?
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Sorry, I've underestimated how long this will take and having to rush through this a bit.

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

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 Fairly Important
programme to support and amplify
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community initiatives identified in the
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

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

Tell us why

Supporting community efforts is potentially a huge amplifier. On one hand the result is
what someone wants and on the other, those someones are motivated to provide it
efficiently.

Parks are difficult to keep relevant to community needs! Nobody other th

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

Sorry, I'm really rushing through this survey now

8. Do you have any other comments?

Not everyone always wants to spend slightly less and get vastly less service! | for one
do not intend to live in a city whose investment is governed by lowest immediate spend
and the poor quality spending that goes with that.

The current high mortgage borrowing interest rates are punishing everyone who is
over-invested (using borrowed money) in property and the settings that control that
long term are mismanaged by the national government.

We cannot expect our climate-resilience work to wait for better financial times. People
will be negatively affected and the sooner we acknowledge that, the sooner we can
make things better.

We must not make our region's supply lines longer, less efficient, and more at risk of
disruption. If we cannot provision an efficient rail network (not a single rail track) then
we cannot move our ports (air & sea).

Endlessly wasting money maintaining underperforming vanity-baubles such as stadia
is never respected by the under-served community.

Endlessly wasting money doing and redoing road works badly is also never respected
by the under-served community.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: 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 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 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 stake in airport shares.

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

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Want more support for accelerated roll out of electric buses.

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

Electric 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,Change the operational management

Tell us why:

Not worth supporting an asset that is rarely used and losing money. Better to
redevelop it in a financially sustainable way. Makes sense to consider changing
existing operational management that has let it get to this point.

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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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| support holding onto shares in AIAL because it is a strategic asset, rather than having
an expectation that it is profitable.

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:

Makes more sense to retain control of this land in case we need it for something else
in that time frame. If another business thinks it can make good returns leasing the land
from us, then POAL should be able to be just as profitable.

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

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

Maintain rates increases at a point ratepayers would still be OK with.

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:
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5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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

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

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

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. | don't know

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 | don't know
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to

properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support

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

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

Local board priorities

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

8. Do you have any other comments?

I'm not convinced that the 'pay more, get more' option has a good balance. | would
rather pay a bit more than the central proposal to hold onto shares in AIAL but follow

most of the other plans proposed in the central proposal.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of 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 less

Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do less

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:

Make public transport more reliable, less cycle ways

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?

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?
Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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

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.

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 all 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 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
restoration projects, including stream clean-
ups, habitat improvement, native riparian
planting, and pest control.

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline | don't know
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  Very Important
programme to support and amplify
community initiatives identified in the
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

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

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

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?

Second harbour crossing

Better ferry services - can we be more like Sydney and relieve road congestion with
more ferries to more locations e.g. Takapuna, Browns Bay?
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Have North Shore residents pay the same fees for swimming pool entry and rubbish
collections as South Auckland residents pay

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:

We need a second harbour crossing - look at what's happened in Baltimore. Will we
wait for something similar to happen here. Every time the wind gets up the Harbour
Bridge reduces capacity or closes - crazy! If we are going to not have a second
harbour crossing all extra housing on the North Shore should stop now.

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

Second harbour crossing!

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

South Auckland

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

I would like to see better transport options to/from this and it being able to host major
sporting events

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?
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| don't know

Tell us why:

| think AIAL shares should be sold but | want the Auckland Council to retain ownership
of the ports.

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:

We have a beautiful harbour and it should be cherished and a tourist attraction
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5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

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

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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

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

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

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

Local board priorities

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

Devonport-Takapuna,Kaipatiki

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

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

| support all priorities

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

| don't know

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

Very Important

Implement priority actions from the
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan.

| don't know

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

Fairly Important

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

Fairly Important

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

Very Important

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

Fairly Important

Tell us why

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

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

with intensive housing we need to up-grade our parks and public spaces as there's an

even greater need for these assets
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7c. What do you think of the Kaipatiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
20347

Good but we need to improve traffic flow and get a second harbour crossing underway

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 Do more
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?

environmental and land use management

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

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?

cycle lanes and park and ride, cheaper public transport, user pays tolls on Auckland
Bridge, etc,

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

roads, roads, roads

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

| don't know
Tell us why:

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

Proceed with the proposal
Tell us why:

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

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

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

future proofing for inevitable climate change events

4d. Do you have 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.

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
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.
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scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

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

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

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

properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support

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

Local board priorities

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

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
of our parks, playgrounds, recreation

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

Very Important
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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 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  Very Important
programme to support and amplify
community initiatives identified in the
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

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

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 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?

1. Re-establish the full funding of the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) to pre-
2023/2024 budget levels to ensure delivery and growth of related work programmes.
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2. Environment and Regulation - Ensure appropriate funding is allocated to increase
monitoring activity of current/active and future resource consents to enable better
environmental outcomes.

3. Public Transport - Ensure public transport is affordable, accessible, and reliable,
prioritising investment in public transport infrastructure over road spending.

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

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

there has been too much money wasted on upgrading bush trucks. Only do the basic
to help stop the spread of Kauri die back, not completely unnecessary bridges
(especially the Kauri Glen tree canopy bridge) boardwalks and steps. This ruins the
natural environment and uses too many emissions during construction. These are
bush tracks, not footpaths on the street.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Cutting “low-value initiatives, including raised pedestrian crossings and expensive
gold-plated cycleways” is an ideological move that fails to align with the Council's own
Transport Emissions Reduction Pathway. In monetary terms, this means cutting
funding for cycleways by $141.5 million. This makes no sense as we know increasing
funding for active transport infrastructure is a smart investment that can benefit the
economy, the environment, and public health.

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

1. safe, accessible, and attractive active transport infrastructure such as cycleways

2. spend more on ensuring public transport is affordable, accessible, and reliable.

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

12
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spend less on new roading projects that prioritise private vehicles as the primary
transport mode.

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

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:

do not sell more AIAL shares. These will only go up in value over the long term and
deliver huge dividends. Selling them is short term gain long term loss for ratepayers

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

There is not much public open space in this area and we need more parks

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

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

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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

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
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 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.

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

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

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?

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?

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)?

Tell us why:

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

Tell us here:

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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

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

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
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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.

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?

Other

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

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

It would be good if can refer to other country's model, such as Singapore. How they
have grown from a fishing village and become a developed country within 50 years.

What was their long term plan? What was their strategy? How can we learn from
them? Any lesson learnt?
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1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

It is beneficial for the council to 'stick with the plan'. If a decision is make and
time/money are spent on a certain project, please continue it instead of wasting money
of explore it and shelf it and re-explore again. In the end, it is just wasting the
time/money without seeing any end product being delivered.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

In order to encourage public transportation and to reduce congestion, suggest to focus
on a few important elements instead of all and spread thinly.

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

Focus on having more public transportation with regular uninterrupted services, such
as frequent bus services and cover most location. Consideration of MRT to multiple
stops.

Best example is Singapore MRT system. It covers majority of the locations with
seamless connecting bus.

Most of the residents do not own a car and do not require a car either.

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

Stop building cycling lane. It is a good idea but rarely used. It can be observed all over
the city, not many people are using cycling lane.

It is better to spend the money in other public transport.

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct
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Tell us why:

Auckland already have multiple stadiums. It is better to build other public facility such
as hospital.

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

If Council own shares of AIAL, does Council have any involvement in the business
decision or the risk taken?

As any decision make by AIAL, it is going to affect the earning/profit/loss of the share,
it is best to have a say in the major decision.

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:

Diversification would be a good investment strategy instead of relying on a single
entity.

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:
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A mix of both - fund council services and invest in Auckland Future Fund

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?
Tell us here:
It is best to diversify the investment.

If Council is investing heavily on a certain entity, it is best to have a say in their
respective business strategy and understand the risk of those decision.

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

Other

Tell us why:

This is a prime land, it would be beneficial to be used as a more income generating
function/building/etc.

Take Singapore as an example. They have also moved their port from the city to other
part of the island to allow better development of the prime lan

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

Other

Tell us why:

Similar to 5a

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

Support

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

Support

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

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

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

Do not support

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

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to | 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?

Other

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, 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 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.

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

Tell us why
Focusing environment is good and important for future generation.
Suggest to plan the spending based on priority and looking for cheaper alternative.

For example: It is observed that recently there is a pile of brand new mulch and pile of
naturally chippe

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

Instead of just focusing on reducing the flooding issue (which we should), please also
focus on the root cause such as not allowing new development on the flooding plan.

8. Do you have any other comments?

1) Use the money wisely and focus on the key important elements (such as continuous
services of public transportation),

2) stick with the plan and see it to the end (instead of plan then stop and re-plan
again),

3) Look for good example to learn from, such as Singapore's past and future plans.
What has worked and what has not worked? How can we incorporate the good plan
into our long term plan?



o 2\

\.-'4.

SAY

h_]

#12753

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

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

Transport

Water As proposed

City and local development

Environment and regulation

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?

Invest into parks and communities as it increases wellbeing outcomes for people and
ensures they are able to engage in much needed support.

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?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management

Tell us why:

the venue is not currently used as effectively as it could be. It would be amazing to see
it as a community facility that is accessible. Having the pool nearby makes it a perfect
place for a multifunctional community space

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

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?

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.
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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).

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

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

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

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

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

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

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?
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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, 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 | don't know
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?

a. | support the increased $35m of investment into the Sport and Recreation Facilities

Investment Fund

b. | support increased investment for the Sport and Recreation Operating Grant

c. | support a review of the cost of and how maintenance is delivered for sports fields

d. | support increasing the level of Development Contributions collected and using
them for community sport and recreation facilities

Consider increased investment into the regional sport and recreation grant. Also,
consider the accessibility of swimming lessons and water safety at facilities. These are
vital to reducing drowning rates in Aotearoa.

Please con
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of 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 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?

Let’s focus on the key services not the frilly bits . Fix the infrastructure not music in
parks etc.

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 less frilly bits , focus on the core infrastructure which is broken. Although it
shouldn’t be with all the development contributions.

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:

Since the formation of the super city the stadium has been very poorly managed . . So
badly one would think it's been neglected on purpose. Return it to the frust that
successfully ran it.

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

| don't know

Tell us why:

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

Sounds like unnecessary expenditure

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

We can’t afford to develop it at the moment , too much infrastructure to fix

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.

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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scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

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

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

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

properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate | 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?

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
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.

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.

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?

Other

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

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development 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 transport section doesn't allow for prioritisation of projects - for example, | would
highly support subsidised public transport and safer walking and cycling routes to
deliver clear health, economic, environmental and social benefits. | do not support
increased roading that delivers the opposite. So therefore | would want to see a
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different transport package than that proposed that benefits Aucklanders in the short
and long term rather than increases issues related to health, wellbeing and climate.

Auckland Council also focusses on very short term thinking, which is further
highlighted here with the focus on three year LTP terms. | would want to see solid
investment in strategic capabilities, futures and foresight and enabling more dynamic
and agile decision making under uncertainty.

Recognising that without a healthy natural environment none of the outcomes are
possible and risks to us all are greatly increased; greater recognition and investment in
protection and improvement of our natural environment,

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

could pay less?

Using consultants to do work that people within council have the skills and capabilities
to do - invest in, and value, the highly skilled workforce you have and celebrate them.
A narrative of dehumanising public sector workers who are highly skilled, passionate
and engaged in improving the region is devastating to delivery of what is needed.
Auckland Council has a role in this and changing the narrative so that it can continue
to recruit the best and brightest in the country and not continue to lose them either
through redundancies or complete disengagement.

Spend less on new roading projects that are damaging to health, environment and
ultimately our economy

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Support active transport and public transport investment NOT increased roading due to
reasons outlined previously - i.e., the well documented benefits to health, economy,
environment from a shift away from single occupancy car use.

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

Public transport, walking and cycling routes
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2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Roads

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

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

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

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

| don't know

Tell us here:

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

| don't know

Tell us here:

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

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

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

Tell us why:

The implications of climate change would make any development in this area risky and
there is no evidence put forward to evidence otherwise. Putting in residential
development would be short sited. Public realm that could manage water and flooding
could

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

Other

Tell us why:

As above. You would be transferring a risky asset to Council to have to manage the
implications in the future. Does the cost:benefit analysis stack up under all climate
scenarios or are you passing another burden to future generations.

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
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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).

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.

| 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.

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?
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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.




SAY

i o\~
#12820 <~

s

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

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

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 more
City and local development Do less
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development Do less
Council support 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 water 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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Do less of the non-core activities that council seems to take on. Cut things like your

communications and marketing costs. Focus on your core competencies and do them
well, and efficiently.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Do not support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

AT is a dysfunctional, poor-performing organisation with little support from the general
public. They appear to base their decisions and priorities on what they "think" is best
for Auckland with little or no regard for the wishes of the community they are supposed
to serve. They seem intent on building needless, pointless infrastructure e.g. trees in
planter boxes on Quay st which could be a lane of traffic or parking. The road
designers at AT seem to think a simple, minimalistic street is a bad thing and seem to
have the need to fill it with as many "things" as they can - pedestrian crossings, traffic
calming measures, planter boxes, road signs, painted rubbish on the road surface. A
lot of it is a waste of money, pointless, and provides more distractions and visual noise
than actually helps.

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

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

Spend less on the road planners and designers.

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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

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

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

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support

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

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 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?
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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.

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?

Proceed with the central proposal

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

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

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

Inject more into marae-based initiatives to support the communities that the marae are
located within. Also inject more into community-wide events that draw huge crowds.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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Inject less into community-wide events that don't draw huge crowds due to poor
planning of some elements of the events eg. the Moana Festival based next to the
Viaduct walking bridge that was out of action.

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:

Because it makes sense to consider redeveloping and changing the operational
management so that the stadium can be utilised more effectively.

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

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

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

Tell us here:

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

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.

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

Support

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

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

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

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

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support

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

Local board priorities

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

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
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

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.

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

Te Wai Manawa needs to be addressed. Building relationships with local iwi and
mataawaka is essential because the voice of iwi and mataawaka is virtually invisible

on the North Shore.

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

20347

Sensible

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 for arts, culture and creativity via local boards
- Investment into Council programmes, engagement and public art.

- Investment into arts and culture facilities, both Council-owned and private.
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- Investment into Auckland’s diverse cultural communities.

- Investment into local festivals and independent artists and companies, regional
grants

- Screen Auckland production attraction and facilitation
- Development and support of creative industries

- Performing Arts and event venues and stadiums

- Logistical support of performing arts

- An Aotea Arts Precinct

- Innovation hubs with strong creative focus such as GridAKL and Grid Manukau
(along with Ngahere Communities)

- Major Events - creative related such as Auckland Arts Festival and World Choir
Games - but also most events procure creative services of some nature

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

No we need to pay for our growth of our city and invest in making our city a safer,
better place to live.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

I do not fully support this plan as it does not include investment and commitment to a
surface light rail rapid transit network. Any work on a busway in the North-Western
corridor should be future proofed for surface light rail and there should be commitment
to surface light rail along the City Centre to Mangere corridor, starting with a City
Centre to Mt Roskill line. | worry without this we will not be able to address Auckland's
congestion issues as projected growth in these corridors would require higher capacity
transport modes such as surface light rail.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?
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I want to see Auckland Council spending more to develop a surface light rail network,
with a City Centre to Mt Roskill line constructed as a priority. There has been
significant design work done by Auckland Transport and Waka Kotahi on surface light
rail pre-2019. Adopting these plans will allow any work to be fast tracked with only
minor updates and improvements needed. From this stage | would support expansion
of surface light rail, such as what is proposed in Auckland Transports Auckland Rapid
Transit Pathway 2023 report. The line should be expanded to Onehunga and Mangere,
and eventually to other transport corridors such as the North-Western or Northern
corridors, upgrading any busway infrastructure. Staging the development of the
network in this way ensures it remains affordable for Aucklanders and is practical to
build.

Congestion is a major issue in our city that costs Aucklanders time and money. It
restricts our growth and potential. Consistent work done over the last decade has
shown that we cannot only rely on our bus network in our busiest corridors in order to
address our cities transport issues. Surface light rail provides a higher capacity
solution that is affordable, deliverable, environmentally friendly, and will connect
communities in Auckland. It provides a plethora of economic benefits that will create
jobs and help businesses while improving our streetscapes to make our city a better
place to live.

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

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:
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We should not privatise this city. How much will we spend on professional
management of this fund? Where would we be investing this money and would it be
ethical funds?

A further sell off of the Auckland Airport shares simply makes no sense. These shares
do not cost the Council anything, and like most large publicly traded companies, will
increase in value over time. Much like all assets within the Future Fund, the expected
returns from the sale will be much lower than is set out in the consultation document.
By the time management fees and investment sale fees are taken into account, it is
likely that the yield for Aucklanders will be incredibly low.

It is also concerning that this plan does not empower Auckland Council to have
debates about the specific asset procurement or sales. This will all be managed by
fund managers who have no accountability to the people of Auckland.

It's a tactic of supporters of privatisation to say that the proceeds of asset sales will be
redirected towards community investment. They’re saying this because privatisation is
generally unpopular and the supporters of privatisation are trying to find a way to
persuade us.

In short, the Future Fund will siphon off revenue to investment advisors and
consultants; will not raise as much money as is suggested; and is a vehicle for the
selling-off of Auckland, which will make us all worse off in the long run, by reducing
public control, driving down wages and terms and conditions, and lowering the quality
of services that we think should be run for people not profit.

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

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

Tell us here:

The experience in Australia of selling off port leases from public ownership is that it
gradually results in price rises for shipping. These price increases will naturally fall onto
consumers to pick up. Increased prices for goods is the last thing Auckland needs
during a cost of living crisis.

Selling off the lease would also take control of Auckland’s only port out of the hands of
Aucklanders, it would undermine the jobs and safety of the people who work there,

12
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and it would mean handing the port’s profits to overseas investors. The port operating
business is a key part of Auckland’s infrastructure, and it should be in the hands of the
people of Auckland.

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:

| don’t want to pay for the management of said fund. Auckland Council in of itself
already acts as a Future Fund when it comes to investing in services. Publicly owned
assets like the airport shares are a Future Fund.

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

Tell us here:

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).

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.

| don't know

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

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

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

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to | 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?

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
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

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

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 more

Water As proposed

City and local development

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?

Some of the best things we enjoy in Auckland - including our Council-owned parks,
libraries, pools, and amenities - come from public investment. | support greater public
investment in services and assets that improve the well-being of Aucklanders.

More investment for local boards: enabling them to better deliver on local climate
action plans and local transport priorities
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The Making Space for Water programme’s inclusion of “blue-green corridors”. These
are walking and cycling paths through greenspaces and alongside streams, adding to
our walking, cycling network while also creating a natural drainage area.

The Fairer funding model for Local Boards could be escalated so equitable levels are
reached sooner and those Local Boards with more assets would not have to absorb
such reduced funding.

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:

| disagree with cutting investment in development of urban cycleways and walking
connections. Investing in cycling has benefit-cost ratios of anywhere from 10:1 up to
25:1.

Auckland Transport could leverage road renewals and maintenance for quick fixes that
make streets safer for walking and cycling every time a road is repaved, repaired or
repainted.

The UN for Environment recommends 20% of our transport budgets are towards
walking and cycling but Auckland Transport typically allocates under 1% of our
transport budget on cycling.

Auckland Council’s commitment to the Transport Emissions Reduction Pathway, and
Te Taruke-a-Tawhiri, Auckland’s Climate Plan.

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

| support investment in the development of safe, accessible and connected urban
cycleway and walking networks, that get people where they want to go. More end-of-
ride facilities for all kinds of bikes, more repair stations along key routes, and better,
more regular maintenance of pathways throughout the city.

| support investment in residential speed management and road safety initiatives to
make our communities safer
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| support “Dig Once”: aligning delivery of transport projects with delivery of other
infrastructure such as water improvements, to reduce costs and disruption overall.

| support increased maintenance of our footpaths.

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

Spend less on road widening for projects, and instead reallocate road space for
delivery of walking, cycling, and public transport networks, creating an overall more
efficient, affordable, and climate conscious transport network

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 has been poorly managed. | support retaining the stadium and its precinct
for the use of the local community.

| support a thorough process to be undertaken in understanding what the best
outcomes are for the North Shore community with transfer to a new trust and
management capable of optimising its use, improving community access and overall
efficiencies and reducing costs to the ratepayer.

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

Establishment of the Future Fund is a shift to privatisation not appropriate for council.
This goes against what a council should be delivering, and could result in worse
outcomes for Aucklanders.
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A further sell off of the Auckland Airport shares simply makes no sense. These shares
do not cost the Council anything, and like most large publicly traded companies, will
increase in value over time. Much like all assets within the Future Fund, the expected
returns from the sale are likely to be much lower than is set out in the consultation
document by the time management fees and investment sale fees are taken into
account. It is likely that the yield will be significantly lower than represented.

It is also concerning that this plan does not empower Auckland Council to have
debates about the specific asset procurement or sales. This will all be managed by
fund managers who have no accountability to the people of Auckland.

The Future Fund will siphon off revenue to investment advisors and consultants; will
not raise as much money as is suggested; this selling-off of public assests will make us
all worse off in the long run, by reducing public control, and lowering the quality of
services that should be run for people not profit.

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

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

Tell us here:

The effective privatasation of Ports of Auckland through leasing will lead to increased
prices for everyday products in Auckland, reduced profits for the Auckland economy
and the loss of control over a key strategic asset. The experience in Australia of selling
off port leases from public ownership is that it gradually results in price rises for
shipping. These price increases will naturally fall onto consumers to pick up. Increased
prices for goods is the last thing Auckland needs during a cost of living crisis.

Research commissioned by the Maritime Union of New Zealand has shown that in
Australia charges on containers have gone from single digits to more than AU$100.
Businesses and consumers have paid the price. What's more, one of the companies
looking to buy the port - DP World - has paid zero corporate tax in Australia despite
making billions of dollars from Australian customers

Selling off the lease would also take control of Auckland’s only port out of the hands of
Aucklanders, it would undermine the jobs and safety of the people who work there,
and it would mean handing the port’s profits to overseas investors. The port operating
business is a key part of Auckland’s infrastructure, and it should be in the hands of the
people of Auckland.
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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:

Aucklanders are not best served by having unelected fund managers determining what
can or cannot be done with Auckland’s assets. Decisions on funding and investment
should remain with Auckland Council.

4d. Do you have 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:

Transferring Bledisloe Terminal outside of the Port’s control means could cause cost
increases or delays in the time that it takes shipped goods to get into Auckland.

We should not make the Ports of Auckland Limited run its business with one arm tied
behind its back. That does not serve the interests of Aucklanders. There are already
waterfront areas for Aucklanders to enjoy that do not encroach upon the Port’s
operations.
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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).

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

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

6b. Do you have 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?

Other

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
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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.

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

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

Tell us why

| would like to see:

Growth of active transport networks such as cycleways and walkways.

Establishment and development of green corridors.

Proactive removal of noxious and invasive plant species in spaces such as council

gardens and berms as a normal pa

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?

| do not support the proposed $300m asset sales that come with the central and do
less proposals.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of 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 more

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

| would pay more for cafes and bars to be allowed to set up their tables and chairs on
pathways next to the cafe and on walking spaces like it is done all over Europe.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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Please stop all the road modifications that force cars onto main roads, and away from
side roads, stop raised crossings, stop road islands that are designed to slow down
traffic, etc.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:

| see in my neighborhood a large number of raised pedestrian crossings, road-islands
designed to slow drivers, road islands that dramatically reduce parking around schools
etc, As a person who walks, cycles and drives, | don't see any benefit to these from
either perspective. All this expensive infrastructure has made driving and parking
around schools less safe not more safe | feel. It appears to be a trendy way to waste
money that could be used for infrastructure we actually need, like for example
overpasses to new train crossings.

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

Roading infrastructure we actually need, e.g. we soon have the new trains running,
now we actually need the overpasses or underpasses so that the new trains do not
dramatically slow down the rest of traffic.

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

raised crossings and raised road islands both in the middle of the road and on the side
of the road.

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

The job of a city council is to provide the basics that a city needs.
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Extras are nice when we have spare money but when we have debt instead of spare
money, then extras need to be reduced so that the council can continue to provide the
basics.

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

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

It makes sense to see Auckland assets (especially shares from any company or
corporation) as investments and treat them as such. If they make an appropriate profit,
keep them... if they make a loss (compared to having to borrow due to lack of funds)
then sell them.

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:

Having traveled around the world, it continues to baffle me that such prime and
beautiful land as the ports of Auckland inhabit are used to store second-hand imported
cars and freight containers. Move the port as soon as practical up north and make the
city center vibrant and a place for the people. But keep the cruise ship warfs.

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

For a large vibrant city - this prime land should be used as space for city living,
however, this needs to be done in a cost-effective way. If we need the income money
from leasing the ports, then developed this land later

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

Other

Tell us why:

Keep it in the short term and then develop it later when we have the money to do so.

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?

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 Fairly Important
delivery of a new library and community
hub in Takapuna.

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

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

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

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

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

Tell us why

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

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-
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.

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

City and local development

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

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

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

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

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us here:

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

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund
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Tell us here:

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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

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

Support

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

| don't know

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

| don't know

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

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?
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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 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.

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  Fairly Important
programme to support and amplify
community initiatives identified in the
Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

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

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 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?

learn to budget better, put economy first

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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stop wasting money on speed jumps, stop unnecessary suburban modifications of
roundabouts, extra pedestrian crossings. Stop giving special Grant's to minority
groups. Stop the Maori language on buses. Stop inflicting Maori on the majority.

Stop the scrap waste bins.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Stop stupid plans - stopping ALL previously-planned initiatives, such as some raised
pedestrian crossings and cycleways.

We need cheaper bus fares to encourage use.

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

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

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management

Tell us why:

Could be made use of better. Seems like a white elephant at the moment.

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

Proceed with the proposal

A

o9
/e
L\

=
-
===



O\

SAY

#13081 :“:‘%

]
P —1

Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us here:

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

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

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

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).

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

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

Local board priorities

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

8. Do you have any other comments?

Support Mayor Brown to provide good budget and not get ripped off.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of 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 As proposed
Water As proposed
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation As proposed
Parks and Community Do less
Economic and cultural development Do less
Council support 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.

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?
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Local board priorities

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

Henderson-Massey,Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Henderson-Massey proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-20347
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7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in
2024/20257?

| support most priorities

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

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local
community grants.

Very Important

Building the capacity and capability of local
community and sporting groups towards
long-term sustainable funding models and
independence through our strategic
partnerships programme.

Very Important

Empowering community groups and
organisations to deliver community events
through sustainable funding models.

Very Important

Collaborate with mana whenua and
neighbouring local boards to protect and
restore our waterways through Tamaki
Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Very Important

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and
community to be leaders in climate action.
For example, through programmes like
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and
climate action education programme in
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood
(environmental volunteer grants) and
Songbird programmes (community pest
control and biodiversity initiative).

Fairly Important

Support business associations to continue
supporting local businesses and ongoing
growth, development and liveliness of town
centres, including assisting Onehunga

Very Important
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Business Associations proposed BID
expansion.

Tell us why

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

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate.

Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID)
programme and associated BID targeted rate?

Support

Tell us why

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 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?

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

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

Change the operational management

Tell us why:

North shore needs a functioning stadium

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us here:

Keep the profit for Auckland
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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:

Don’t agree with the mayor’s fund proposal, nothing to stop him or future mayors from
raiding fund and frittering it away

4d. Do you have 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 long as there is space for cargo eg another high rise car park for vehicle imports

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

The port needs the cargo space, extending Bledsoe also creates an alternative cruise
ship berth removing the need to use princes wharf disrupting ferry traffic

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.

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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scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

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

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

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

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support

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

Local board priorities

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

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
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

Fairly Important

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

Not Important

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

Not Important

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): Asian Family Services

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 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?

Investment in wellbeing programme

Investing in social wellbeing programmes from council is important to the Asian and
migrant community because it can help address the mental health and wellbeing
needs of this community. Studies have shown that Asians and migrant populations,
experience higher levels of mental distress and are less likely to access mental health
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services due to stigma and lack of awareness of available services. Additionally, these
communities are more likely to experience loneliness, social rejection, and
discrimination, which can further impact their mental health and wellbeing. Investing in
social wellbeing programmes can help provide support and resources to address these
issues and improve the overall wellbeing of these cohort. It can also help promote
social inclusion and community connectedness, which are important for the mental
health and wellbeing of individuals and communities.

It's important not to underestimate the significant impact of community groups and their
vital role in addressing the needs of their communities. While it's essential to balance
the budget, it's equally crucial to support these groups to continue providing essential
services to the people who need them. Many of these groups have worked hard to
build trust within their communities, and funding cuts risk setting them back for at least
2 to 5 years, if not more. It's essential to recognize the time and effort that goes into
building these groups and the trust of the communities they serve. Cutting funding may
have a significant impact on their ability to recover and continue providing essential
services.

They are numerous benefits of community service. It emphasizes connects people to
their community and helps them make a positive impact which can benefit an
individual's mental and physical health, provide valuable career experience, and bring
fun and fulfillment to communities.

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:

The issue at hand necessitates addressing the inadequate investment in a well-
connected, punctual, reliable, and incentivized transportation system. This is
particularly crucial for students, individuals facing financial difficulties, and seniors who
would benefit from lower fares. Enhancing the transportation system in this manner
could encourage a broader usage of public transport. Singapore's approach to public
transportation can serve as a best practice example for Auckland, particularly in terms
of integration, reliability, and incentivizing usage through pricing strategies and
infrastructure development. The focus on continuous improvement and investment in
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public transport in Singapore has resulted in a system that is not only efficient but also
widely used by residents and visitors alike.

|

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

To encourage more people to use public transportation in Auckland, there could be
increased investment in several key areas:

Infrastructure Expansion: Expanding the coverage of the public transportation network,
including bus and train services, to reach more areas, especially underserved regions.

Frequency and Reliability: Improving the frequency of services and ensuring they are
reliable to reduce waiting times and make public transport a more convenient option.

Affordability: Implementing pricing strategies that make public transportation more
affordable, such as discounted fares for students, low-income individuals, and seniors.

Accessibility: Enhancing the accessibility of public transportation for people with
disabilities and seniors, including better-equipped facilities and vehicles.

Technology Integration: Investing in technology to provide real-time updates, mobile
ticketing, and better route planning tools to enhance the user experience.

Sustainability: Focusing on eco-friendly transportation options, such as electric buses
and trains, to reduce the environmental impact and appeal to environmentally
conscious riders.

Safety and Security: Ensuring that public transportation systems are safe and secure,
with adequate lighting, surveillance, and emergency response measures.

Marketing and Awareness: Running campaigns to raise awareness about the benefits
of public transportation and encourage a shift from private car usage to public
transport.

By addressing these areas, Auckland can create a more attractive, efficient, and
sustainable public transportation system that meets the needs of its diverse
population.

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

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

Tell us here:

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

Tell us here:

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

| don't know



Tell us why:

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

| don't know

Tell us why:

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

Support

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

Support

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

Support

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

| don't know

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.
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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.

| don't know

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.

| 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?

Albert-Eden,Aotea/Great Barrier,Devonport-Takapuna,Franklin,Henderson-

Massey,Hibiscus and Bays,Howick,Kaipatiki,Mangere-
Otahuhu,Manurewa,Maungakiekie-Tamaki,Orakei,Otara-

Papatoetoe,Papakura,Puketapapa,Rodney,Upper Harbour,Waiheke, Waitakere

Ranges,Waitemat

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

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

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

Celebrating different people and cultures, Very Important
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.

Continuing our environmental work through  Fairly Important
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 Fairly Important
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

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

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

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

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

Tell us why

From the perspective of Asian Family Services, enhancing the Albert-Eden Local
Board's priorities for 2024/2025 to be more inclusive of the growing Asian population
and overall diversity can be approached as follows:

Culturally Inclusive Celebrations: In



A

»
/

#13137 F

]
P —1

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

Investment in wellbeing programme

Investing in social wellbeing programmes from council is important to the Asian and
migrant community because it can help address the mental health and wellbeing
needs of this community. Studies have shown that Asians and migrant populations,
experience higher levels of mental distress and are less likely to access mental health
services due to stigma and lack of awareness of available services. Additionally, these
communities are more likely to experience loneliness, social rejection, and
discrimination, which can further impact their mental health and wellbeing. Investing in
social wellbeing programmes can help provide support and resources to address these
issues and improve the overall wellbeing of these cohort. It can also help promote
social inclusion and community connectedness, which are important for the mental
health and wellbeing of individuals and communities.

It's important not to underestimate the significant impact of community groups and their
vital role in addressing the needs of their communities. While it's essential to balance
the budget, it's equally crucial to support these groups to continue providing essential
services to the people who need them. Many of these groups have worked hard to
build trust within their communities, and funding cuts risk setting them back for at least
2 to 5 years, if not more. It's essential to recognize the time and effort that goes into
building these groups and the trust of the communities they serve. Cutting funding may
have a significant impact on their ability to recover and continue providing essential
services.

They are numerous benefits of community service. It emphasizes connects people to
their community and helps them make a positive impact which can benefit an
individual's mental and physical health, provide valuable career experience, and bring
fun and fulfillment to communities.

Aotea/Great Barrier Local Board Priorities

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

| don't know

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?
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Continue the regular programme of funding | don't know
for community groups to deliver services
and environmental groups to deliver
ecology works.

Continue our regular maintenance of parks | don't know
and assets.

Investigate improvements for playground | don't know
areas island-wide.

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

Tell us why

From the perspective of Asian Family Services, enhancing the Aotea/Great Barrier
Local Board's priorities for 2024/2025 to be more inclusive of the growing Asian
population and overall diversity can be approached as follows:

Inclusive Funding for Communi

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

Investment in wellbeing programme

Investing in social wellbeing programmes from council is important to the Asian and
migrant community because it can help address the mental health and wellbeing
needs of this community. Studies have shown that Asians and migrant populations,
experience higher levels of mental distress and are less likely to access mental health
services due to stigma and lack of awareness of available services. Additionally, these
communities are more likely to experience loneliness, social rejection, and
discrimination, which can further impact their mental health and wellbeing. Investing in
social wellbeing programmes can help provide support and resources to address these
issues and improve the overall wellbeing of these cohort. It can also help promote
social inclusion and community connectedness, which are important for the mental
health and wellbeing of individuals and communities.

It's important not to underestimate the significant impact of community groups and their
vital role in addressing the needs of their communities. While it's essential to balance
the budget, it's equally crucial to support these groups to continue providing essential
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services to the people who need them. Many of these groups have worked hard to
build trust within their communities, and funding cuts risk setting them back for at least
2 to 5 years, if not more. It's essential to recognize the time and effort that goes into
building these groups and the trust of the communities they serve. Cutting funding may
have a significant impact on their ability to recover and continue providing essential
services.

They are numerous benefits of community service. It emphasizes connects people to
their community and helps them make a positive impact which can benefit an
individual's mental and physical health, provide valuable career experience, and bring
fun and fulfillment to communities.

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

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

| support all priorities

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Tell us why

From the perspective of Asian Family Services, enhancing the Devonport-Takapuna
Local Board's priorities for 2024/2025 to be more inclusive of the growing Asian
population and overall diversity can be approached as follows:

Inclusive Library and Communit

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

Investment in wellbeing programme

Investing in social wellbeing programmes from council is important to the Asian and
migrant community because it can help address the mental health and wellbeing
needs of this community. Studies have shown that Asians and migrant populations,
experience higher levels of mental distress and are less likely to access mental health
services due to stigma and lack of awareness of available services. Additionally, these
communities are more likely to experience loneliness, social rejection, and
discrimination, which can further impact their mental health and wellbeing. Investing in
social wellbeing programmes can help provide support and resources to address these
issues and improve the overall wellbeing of these cohort. It can also help promote
social inclusion and community connectedness, which are important for the mental
health and wellbeing of individuals and communities.

It's important not to underestimate the significant impact of community groups and their
vital role in addressing the needs of their communities. While it's essential to balance
the budget, it's equally crucial to support these groups to continue providing essential
services to the people who need them. Many of these groups have worked hard to
build trust within their communities, and funding cuts risk setting them back for at least
2 to 5 years, if not more. It's essential to recognize the time and effort that goes into
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building these groups and the trust of the communities they serve. Cutting funding may
have a significant impact on their ability to recover and continue providing essential
services.

They are numerous benefits of community service. It emphasizes connects people to
their community and helps them make a positive impact which can benefit an
individual's mental and physical health, provide valuable career experience, and bring
fun and fulfillment to communities.

Franklin Local Board Priorities

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

| support all priorities

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

Develop fit for purpose facilities and Very Important
respond to growth challenges through
projects like the Clevedon Village Heart
programme, ‘Belmont’ Sports Park
development and the Unlock Pukekohe
programme.

Fund three-year Strategic Community Very Important
Partnerships with local organisations that
are willing to and capable of delivering
social, environmental, cultural and
economic outcomes in line with the local
board plan and support to these
organisations to deliver.

Support environmental and cultural Very Important
restoration programmes in partnership with
Iwi including Te Kete Rukuruku (place
naming) and Te Korowai Papatuuaanuku
(environmental restoration).
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Develop “Franklin Community Occupancy Very Important
Guidelines” to inform decisions on council-
owned facility leases, including leasing
charges.

Find ways to reduce Franklin’s maintenance Fairly Important
costs e.g. by replacing lawn with eco-
sourced native trees and reducing or
relocating public rubbish bins.

Progress the development and delivery of Fairly Important
the Franklin Paths Programme.

Deliver a refreshed approach to enabling Very Important
young people in Franklin to access services
and participate in their communities.

Progress a Pukekohe Cemetery memorial Very Important
project that acknowledges the unmarked
graves at the site.

Tell us why

From the perspective of Asian Family Services, enhancing the Franklin Local Board's
priorities for 2024/2025 to be more inclusive of the growing Asian population and
overall diversity can be approached as follows:

Inclusive Facility Development: In proje

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

Investment in wellbeing programme

Investing in social wellbeing programmes from council is important to the Asian and
migrant community because it can help address the mental health and wellbeing
needs of this community. Studies have shown that Asians and migrant populations,
experience higher levels of mental distress and are less likely to access mental health
services due to stigma and lack of awareness of available services. Additionally, these
communities are more likely to experience loneliness, social rejection, and
discrimination, which can further impact their mental health and wellbeing. Investing in
social wellbeing programmes can help provide support and resources to address these
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issues and improve the overall wellbeing of these cohort. It can also help promote
social inclusion and community connectedness, which are important for the mental
health and wellbeing of individuals and communities.

It's important not to underestimate the significant impact of community groups and their
vital role in addressing the needs of their communities. While it's essential to balance
the budget, it's equally crucial to support these groups to continue providing essential
services to the people who need them. Many of these groups have worked hard to
build trust within their communities, and funding cuts risk setting them back for at least
2 to 5 years, if not more. It's essential to recognize the time and effort that goes into
building these groups and the trust of the communities they serve. Cutting funding may
have a significant impact on their ability to recover and continue providing essential
services.

They are numerous benefits of community service. It emphasizes connects people to
their community and helps them make a positive impact which can benefit an
individual's mental and physical health, provide valuable career experience, and bring
fun and fulfillment to communities.

Do you have any additional thoughts on the proposed Franklin Paths Targeted Rate?

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

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities

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

| support all priorities

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

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

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

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

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

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

Tell us why

From the perspective of Asian Family Services, enhancing the Henderson-Massey
Local Board's priorities for 2024/2025 to be more inclusive of the growing Asian
population and overall diversity can be approached as follows:

Inclusive Community Opportunitie

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

Investment in wellbeing programme

Investing in social wellbeing programmes from council is important to the Asian and
migrant community because it can help address the mental health and wellbeing
needs of this community. Studies have shown that Asians and migrant populations,
experience higher levels of mental distress and are less likely to access mental health
services due to stigma and lack of awareness of available services. Additionally, these
communities are more likely to experience loneliness, social rejection, and
discrimination, which can further impact their mental health and wellbeing. Investing in
social wellbeing programmes can help provide support and resources to address these
issues and improve the overall wellbeing of these cohort. It can also help promote
social inclusion and community connectedness, which are important for the mental
health and wellbeing of individuals and communities.

It's important not to underestimate the significant impact of community groups and their
vital role in addressing the needs of their communities. While it's essential to balance
the budget, it's equally crucial to support these groups to continue providing essential
services to the people who need them. Many of these groups have worked hard to
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build trust within their communities, and funding cuts risk setting them back for at least
2 to 5 years, if not more. It's essential to recognize the time and effort that goes into
building these groups and the trust of the communities they serve. Cutting funding may
have a significant impact on their ability to recover and continue providing essential

services.

They are numerous benefits of community service. It emphasizes connects people to
their community and helps them make a positive impact which can benefit an
individual's mental and physical health, provide valuable career experience, and bring

fun and fulfillment to communities.

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
methods such as re-naturalisation, or
daylighting.

Very Important

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

Very Important
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Continue to support activities that promote  Very 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

From the perspective of Asian Family Services, the Hibiscus and Bays Local Board
can enhance its priorities for 2024/2025 by focusing on diversity and inclusion in the
following ways:

Community Resilience Networks: Ensure that community-led resilience net

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

Investment in wellbeing programme

Investing in social wellbeing programmes from council is important to the Asian and
migrant community because it can help address the mental health and wellbeing
needs of this community. Studies have shown that Asians and migrant populations,
experience higher levels of mental distress and are less likely to access mental health
services due to stigma and lack of awareness of available services. Additionally, these
communities are more likely to experience loneliness, social rejection, and
discrimination, which can further impact their mental health and wellbeing. Investing in
social wellbeing programmes can help provide support and resources to address these
issues and improve the overall wellbeing of these cohort. It can also help promote
social inclusion and community connectedness, which are important for the mental
health and wellbeing of individuals and communities.

It's important not to underestimate the significant impact of community groups and their
vital role in addressing the needs of their communities. While it's essential to balance
the budget, it's equally crucial to support these groups to continue providing essential
services to the people who need them. Many of these groups have worked hard to
build trust within their communities, and funding cuts risk setting them back for at least
2 to 5 years, if not more. It's essential to recognize the time and effort that goes into
building these groups and the trust of the communities they serve. Cutting funding may
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have a significant impact on their ability to recover and continue providing essential
services.

They are numerous benefits of community service. It emphasizes connects people to
their community and helps them make a positive impact which can benefit an
individual's mental and physical health, provide valuable career experience, and bring
fun and fulfillment to communities.

Howick Local Board Priorities

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

| support all priorities

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

Review and refresh the Howick Heritage Very Important
Plan.
Review and refresh the Howick Tourism Very Important
Plan.
Encourage community groups to adopt a Very Important

reserve, park, or waterway etc, and provide
for restoration and maintenance activities
with council support.

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

Develop a community-led climate action Very Important
plan.

Explore the development of a Howick Ward  Very Important
‘business collective’, or other group, to
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provide support for small business owners
outside of the established Business
Improvement Districts. This work may lead
to establishing a new business association
and possible new Business Improvement
District (BID) programme.

Tell us why

From the perspective of Asian Family Services, enhancing the Howick Local Board's
priorities for 2024/2025 to be more inclusive of the growing Asian population and
overall diversity can be approached as follows:

Inclusive Heritage Plan: Ensure that the H

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

Investment in wellbeing programme

Investing in social wellbeing programmes from council is important to the Asian and
migrant community because it can help address the mental health and wellbeing
needs of this community. Studies have shown that Asians and migrant populations,
experience higher levels of mental distress and are less likely to access mental health
services due to stigma and lack of awareness of available services. Additionally, these
communities are more likely to experience loneliness, social rejection, and
discrimination, which can further impact their mental health and wellbeing. Investing in
social wellbeing programmes can help provide support and resources to address these
issues and improve the overall wellbeing of these cohort. It can also help promote
social inclusion and community connectedness, which are important for the mental
health and wellbeing of individuals and communities.

It's important not to underestimate the significant impact of community groups and their
vital role in addressing the needs of their communities. While it's essential to balance
the budget, it's equally crucial to support these groups to continue providing essential
services to the people who need them. Many of these groups have worked hard to
build trust within their communities, and funding cuts risk setting them back for at least
2 to 5 years, if not more. It's essential to recognize the time and effort that goes into
building these groups and the trust of the communities they serve. Cutting funding may
have a significant impact on their ability to recover and continue providing essential
services.
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They are numerous benefits of community service. It emphasizes connects people to
their community and helps them make a positive impact which can benefit an
individual's mental and physical health, provide valuable career experience, and bring

fun and fulfillment to communities.

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
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

| don't know
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address the issues caused by flooding and
seawater inundation.

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

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

Tell us why

From the perspective of Asian Family Services, the Kaipatiki Local Board can enhance
its priorities for 2024/2025 by focusing on diversity and inclusion in the following ways:

Inclusive Parks and Facilities: Ensure that the maintenance and renewal of par

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

Investment in wellbeing programme

Investing in social wellbeing programmes from council is important to the Asian and
migrant community because it can help address the mental health and wellbeing
needs of this community. Studies have shown that Asians and migrant populations,
experience higher levels of mental distress and are less likely to access mental health
services due to stigma and lack of awareness of available services. Additionally, these
communities are more likely to experience loneliness, social rejection, and
discrimination, which can further impact their mental health and wellbeing. Investing in
social wellbeing programmes can help provide support and resources to address these
issues and improve the overall wellbeing of these cohort. It can also help promote
social inclusion and community connectedness, which are important for the mental
health and wellbeing of individuals and communities.

It's important not to underestimate the significant impact of community groups and their
vital role in addressing the needs of their communities. While it's essential to balance
the budget, it's equally crucial to support these groups to continue providing essential
services to the people who need them. Many of these groups have worked hard to
build trust within their communities, and funding cuts risk setting them back for at least
2 to 5 years, if not more. It's essential to recognize the time and effort that goes into
building these groups and the trust of the communities they serve. Cutting funding may



Have _.\
#13137 %

have a significant impact on their ability to recover and continue providing essential
services.

They are numerous benefits of community service. It emphasizes connects people to
their community and helps them make a positive impact which can benefit an
individual's mental and physical health, provide valuable career experience, and bring
fun and fulfillment to communities.

Mangere-Otahuhu Local Board Priorities

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

| support all priorities

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

Strengthen partnerships with local mana Very Important
whenua through project delivery, including
Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David
Lange Park playground and improvements.

Deliver community climate initiatives such Very Important
as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Mangere
Bike Hub with our community partners.

Deliver a community-driven safety action Very Important
plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour
and addressing local safety concerns
enhancing the overall sense of safety within
our local community.

Improve employment and economic Very Important
opportunities through our local economic
broker programme.

Support community-led activations at our Very Important
parks and facilities through our community
grants.

Tell us why
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From the perspective of Asian Family Services, enhancing the Mangere-Otahuhu
Local Board's priorities for 2024/2025 to be more inclusive of the growing Asian
population and overall diversity can be approached as follows:

Inclusive Partnerships: Strengthe

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

Investment in wellbeing programme

Investing in social wellbeing programmes from council is important to the Asian and migrant
community because it can help address the mental health and wellbeing needs of this
community. Studies have shown that Asians and migrant populations, experience higher levels
of mental distress and are less likely to access mental health services due to stigma and lack of
awareness of available services. Additionally, these communities are more likely to experience
loneliness, social rejection, and discrimination, which can further impact their mental health
and wellbeing. Investing in social wellbeing programmes can help provide support and
resources to address these issues and improve the overall wellbeing of these cohort. It can also
help promote social inclusion and community connectedness, which are important for the
mental health and wellbeing of individuals and communities.

It's important not to underestimate the significant impact of community groups and their vital
role in addressing the needs of their communities. While it's essential to balance the budget,
it's equally crucial to support these groups to continue providing essential services to the
people who need them. Many of these groups have worked hard to build trust within their
communities, and funding cuts risk setting them back for at least 2 to 5 years, if not more. It's
essential to recognize the time and effort that goes into building these groups and the trust of
the communities they serve. Cutting funding may have a significant impact on their ability to
recover and continue providing essential services.

They are numerous benefits of community service. It emphasizes connects people to their
community and helps them make a positive impact which can benefit an individual's mental and
physical health, provide valuable career experience, and bring fun and fulfillment to

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

| support all priorities

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

Continue to support, deliver and fund
initiatives that contribute to positive youth
development.

Very Important

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus
on crime prevention, safer communities and
injury prevention.

Very Important

Fund and support activities that include
older people and foster their community
participation with a specific focus on
reaching older migrants.

Very Important

Invest in community led projects and
initiatives that respond to social connection
and cohesion, build climate resilience and
contribute to climate action.

Very Important

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to
ensure our open space and sports field
network meets the demands of our diverse
communities.

Very Important

Identify options for recreational activities to
support people of all ages and abilities
being casually active.

Very Important

Investigate community lease options to
support Ngati Tamaoho aspirations for a
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park.

Very Important

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker
programme to nurture creative expression
with a focus on supporting Maori and

Pacific creative arts.

Very Important
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Tell us why

From the perspective of Asian Family Services, enhancing the Manurewa Local
Board's priorities for 2024/2025 to be more inclusive of the growing Asian population
and overall diversity can be approached as follows:

Youth Development: Continue supporting y

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

Investment in wellbeing programme

Investing in social wellbeing programmes from council is important to the Asian and
migrant community because it can help address the mental health and wellbeing
needs of this community. Studies have shown that Asians and migrant populations,
experience higher levels of mental distress and are less likely to access mental health
services due to stigma and lack of awareness of available services. Additionally, these
communities are more likely to experience loneliness, social rejection, and
discrimination, which can further impact their mental health and wellbeing. Investing in
social wellbeing programmes can help provide support and resources to address these
issues and improve the overall wellbeing of these cohort. It can also help promote
social inclusion and community connectedness, which are important for the mental
health and wellbeing of individuals and communities.

It's important not to underestimate the significant impact of community groups and their
vital role in addressing the needs of their communities. While it's essential to balance
the budget, it's equally crucial to support these groups to continue providing essential
services to the people who need them. Many of these groups have worked hard to
build trust within their communities, and funding cuts risk setting them back for at least
2 to 5 years, if not more. It's essential to recognize the time and effort that goes into
building these groups and the trust of the communities they serve. Cutting funding may
have a significant impact on their ability to recover and continue providing essential
services.

They are numerous benefits of community service. It emphasizes connects people to
their community and helps them make a positive impact which can benefit an
individual's mental and physical health, provide valuable career experience, and bring
fun and fulfillment to communities.
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7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in
2024/20257?

| support all priorities

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

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local
community grants.

Very Important

Building the capacity and capability of local
community and sporting groups towards
long-term sustainable funding models and
independence through our strategic
partnerships programme.

Very Important

Empowering community groups and
organisations to deliver community events
through sustainable funding models.

Very Important

Collaborate with mana whenua and
neighbouring local boards to protect and
restore our waterways through Tamaki
Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Very Important

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and
community to be leaders in climate action.
For example, through programmes like
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and
climate action education programme in
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood
(environmental volunteer grants) and
Songbird programmes (community pest
control and biodiversity initiative).

Very Important

Support business associations to continue
supporting local businesses and ongoing
growth, development and liveliness of town
centres, including assisting Onehunga

Very Important
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Business Associations proposed BID
expansion.

Tell us why

From the perspective of Asian Family Services, enhancing the Maungakiekie-Tamaki
Local Board's priorities for 2024/2025 to be more inclusive of the growing Asian
population and overall diversity can be approached as follows:

Community Grants and Partners

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

Investment in wellbeing programme

Investing in social wellbeing programmes from council is important to the Asian and
migrant community because it can help address the mental health and wellbeing
needs of this community. Studies have shown that Asians and migrant populations,
experience higher levels of mental distress and are less likely to access mental health
services due to stigma and lack of awareness of available services. Additionally, these
communities are more likely to experience loneliness, social rejection, and
discrimination, which can further impact their mental health and wellbeing. Investing in
social wellbeing programmes can help provide support and resources to address these
issues and improve the overall wellbeing of these cohort. It can also help promote
social inclusion and community connectedness, which are important for the mental
health and wellbeing of individuals and communities.

It's important not to underestimate the significant impact of community groups and their
vital role in addressing the needs of their communities. While it's essential to balance
the budget, it's equally crucial to support these groups to continue providing essential
services to the people who need them. Many of these groups have worked hard to
build trust within their communities, and funding cuts risk setting them back for at least
2 to 5 years, if not more. It's essential to recognize the time and effort that goes into
building these groups and the trust of the communities they serve. Cutting funding may
have a significant impact on their ability to recover and continue providing essential
services.

They are numerous benefits of community service. It emphasizes connects people to
their community and helps them make a positive impact which can benefit an
individual's mental and physical health, provide valuable career experience, and bring
fun and fulfillment to communities.
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7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate.

Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID)
programme and associated BID targeted rate?

Support

Tell us why

Orakei Local Board Priorities

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

| support all priorities

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

Complete the seismic strengthening of the  Very Important
Remuera Library

Progress the Meadowbank Community Very Important
Centre development.

Assess the reactivation of facilities at Very Important
Tagalad Reserve and work towards
providing access for the community.

Continue to work with our many community  Very Important
volunteers to eradicate plant and animal
pests in our natural environment, including
at Pourewa Valley and in our many beautiful
parks and urban forests, and support other
environmental activities, for example, the
Environmental Forum.
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Continue local initiatives to enhance Very Important
neighbourhood connections and increase
safety.

Fund and support local events to showcase Very Important
our spaces and benefit local residents and
businesses.

Continue to engage and better support our  Very Important
diverse communities and organisations,
such as Auckland East Community Network
and Youth of Orakei.

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve Very Important
water quality in our local waterways.

Develop options and projects for a Very Important
community facilities targeted rate for the
financial year 2025/2026.

Investigate ways to enhance council Very Important
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the
needs of the local community.

Tell us why

From the perspective of Asian Family Services, enhancing the Orakei Local Board's
priorities for 2024/2025 to be more inclusive of the growing Asian population and
overall diversity can be approached as follows:

Environmental Volunteerism: Encourage parti

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

Investment in wellbeing programme

Investing in social wellbeing programmes from council is important to the Asian and
migrant community because it can help address the mental health and wellbeing
needs of this community. Studies have shown that Asians and migrant populations,
experience higher levels of mental distress and are less likely to access mental health
services due to stigma and lack of awareness of available services. Additionally, these
communities are more likely to experience loneliness, social rejection, and
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discrimination, which can further impact their mental health and wellbeing. Investing in
social wellbeing programmes can help provide support and resources to address these
issues and improve the overall wellbeing of these cohort. It can also help promote
social inclusion and community connectedness, which are important for the mental
health and wellbeing of individuals and communities.

It's important not to underestimate the significant impact of community groups and their
vital role in addressing the needs of their communities. While it's essential to balance
the budget, it's equally crucial to support these groups to continue providing essential
services to the people who need them. Many of these groups have worked hard to
build trust within their communities, and funding cuts risk setting them back for at least
2 to 5 years, if not more. It's essential to recognize the time and effort that goes into
building these groups and the trust of the communities they serve. Cutting funding may
have a significant impact on their ability to recover and continue providing essential
services.

They are numerous benefits of community service. It emphasizes connects people to
their community and helps them make a positive impact which can benefit an
individual's mental and physical health, provide valuable career experience, and bring
fun and fulfillment to communities.

Otara-Papatoetoe Local Board Priorities

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

| support all priorities

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

Through grants, support community-led Very Important
events and initiatives that create safe
neighbourhoods and promoting active
living, sustainable practices.

Support activities to increase social Very Important
cohesion, neighbourly connections, better
outreach to people from smaller ethnic
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groups and connect newer settlers to local
services.

Increase youth empowerment through Very Important
supporting leadership and training
programmes as well as prioritising youth
engagement.

Identify and promote ‘Play advocacy’ for Very Important
local opportunities in projects that can
provide spaces for play in places beyond
playgrounds.

Continue to support and look to increase Very Important
environmental and sustainability projects to
address climate change and environmental
challenges through community-led projects
and by working with mana whenua.

Explore options for ways of delivering Very Important
increased local economic outcomes for
small to large businesses.

Tell us why

From the perspective of Asian Family Services, enhancing the Otara-Papatoetoe Local
Board's priorities for 2024/2025 to be more inclusive of the growing Asian population
and overall diversity can be approached as follows:

Community-Led Events and Initiat

7¢. What do you think of the Otara-Papatoetoe proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-20347
Investment in wellbeing programme

Investing in social wellbeing programmes from council is important to the Asian and
migrant community because it can help address the mental health and wellbeing
needs of this community. Studies have shown that Asians and migrant populations,
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experience higher levels of mental distress and are less likely to access mental health
services due to stigma and lack of awareness of available services. Additionally, these
communities are more likely to experience loneliness, social rejection, and
discrimination, which can further impact their mental health and wellbeing. Investing in
social wellbeing programmes can help provide support and resources to address these
issues and improve the overall wellbeing of these cohort. It can also help promote
social inclusion and community connectedness, which are important for the mental
health and wellbeing of individuals and communities.

It's important not to underestimate the significant impact of community groups and their
vital role in addressing the needs of their communities. While it's essential to balance
the budget, it's equally crucial to support these groups to continue providing essential
services to the people who need them. Many of these groups have worked hard to
build trust within their communities, and funding cuts risk setting them back for at least
2 to 5 years, if not more. It's essential to recognize the time and effort that goes into
building these groups and the trust of the communities they serve. Cutting funding may
have a significant impact on their ability to recover and continue providing essential
services.

They are numerous benefits of community service. It emphasizes connects people to
their community and helps them make a positive impact which can benefit an
individual's mental and physical health, provide valuable career experience, and bring
fun and fulfillment to communities.

Papakura Local Board Priorities

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

| support all priorities

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

We know you value the community being Very Important
brought together through free events which
we will continue to support including the
Anzac day events. This is particularly
special to our area given the strong military
history in Papakura.
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We will continue to support Maori-led Very Important
initiatives and aspirations with Matauranga
Maori (Maori knowledge), including the
Maori Wardens. We also are pleased to
partner with mana whenua in the delivery of
Te Kete Rukuruku project which is the dual
naming and storytelling of our parks and
reserves.

We have recently been working on Very Important
enhancements to the Te Koiwi Reserve
pond and are looking at further work that
can be done in this area.

We will continue to support the Takanini Very Important
Business Association in their Business
Improvement District (BID) establishment.

Papakura has a talented and culturally rich  Very Important
community, and we will continue to
showcase this through the community arts
programme.

Tell us why

From the perspective of Asian Family Services, enhancing the Papakura Local Board's
priorities for 2024/2025 to be more inclusive of the growing Asian population and
overall diversity can be approached as follows:

Enhancements to Public Spaces: In working

7c. What do you think of the Papakura proposed priorities for the 10-year budget
2024-20347
Investment in wellbeing programme

Investing in social wellbeing programmes from council is important to the Asian and
migrant community because it can help address the mental health and wellbeing
needs of this community. Studies have shown that Asians and migrant populations,
experience higher levels of mental distress and are less likely to access mental health
services due to stigma and lack of awareness of available services. Additionally, these
communities are more likely to experience loneliness, social rejection, and
discrimination, which can further impact their mental health and wellbeing. Investing in
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social wellbeing programmes can help provide support and resources to address these
issues and improve the overall wellbeing of these cohort. It can also help promote
social inclusion and community connectedness, which are important for the mental
health and wellbeing of individuals and communities.

It's important not to underestimate the significant impact of community groups and their
vital role in addressing the needs of their communities. While it's essential to balance
the budget, it's equally crucial to support these groups to continue providing essential
services to the people who need them. Many of these groups have worked hard to
build trust within their communities, and funding cuts risk setting them back for at least
2 to 5 years, if not more. It's essential to recognize the time and effort that goes into
building these groups and the trust of the communities they serve. Cutting funding may
have a significant impact on their ability to recover and continue providing essential
services.

They are numerous benefits of community service. It emphasizes connects people to
their community and helps them make a positive impact which can benefit an
individual's mental and physical health, provide valuable career experience, and bring
fun and fulfillment to communities.

Puketapapa Local Board Priorities

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

| support all priorities

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

Invest in opportunities to support local Very Important
community leadership.

Invest in climate change response Very Important
initiatives and support volunteer groups
working on local environmental restoration /
protection and climate action programmes.

Consider our investment in facilities and Very Important
services to see if there are opportunities to
do better.
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Support initiatives that improve and
encourage walking and cycling
opportunities.

Very Important

Help coordinate and support local business
groups.

Very Important

Tell us why

From the perspective of Asian Family Services, enhancing the Puketapapa Local
Board's priorities for 2024/2025 to be more inclusive of the growing Asian population
and overall diversity can be approached as follows:

Support Local Community Leadership: |

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

2024-20347

Investment in wellbeing programme

Investing in social wellbeing programmes from council is important to the Asian and

migrant community because it can help address the mental health and wellbeing
needs of this community. Studies have shown that Asians and migrant populations,
experience higher levels of mental distress and are less likely to access mental health
services due to stigma and lack of awareness of available services. Additionally, these
communities are more likely to experience loneliness, social rejection, and
discrimination, which can further impact their mental health and wellbeing. Investing in
social wellbeing programmes can help provide support and resources to address these
issues and improve the overall wellbeing of these cohort. It can also help promote
social inclusion and community connectedness, which are important for the mental
health and wellbeing of individuals and communities.

It's important not to underestimate the significant impact of community groups and their
vital role in addressing the needs of their communities. While it's essential to balance
the budget, it's equally crucial to support these groups to continue providing essential
services to the people who need them. Many of these groups have worked hard to
build trust within their communities, and funding cuts risk setting them back for at least
2 to 5 years, if not more. It's essential to recognize the time and effort that goes into
building these groups and the trust of the communities they serve. Cutting funding may
have a significant impact on their ability to recover and continue providing essential
services.



Have _.\
#13137 %

They are numerous benefits of community service. It emphasizes connects people to
their community and helps them make a positive impact which can benefit an
individual's mental and physical health, provide valuable career experience, and bring
fun and fulfillment to communities.

Rodney Local Board Priorities

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

| support all priorities

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

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

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

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

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

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

Support the community to minimise waste,  Very Important
turn it into resources, and promote
education on waste reduction.
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Develop and refurbish toilet facilities in
Glasgow Park, Dinning Road Esplanade
Reserve and Port Albert Recreation
Reserve.

| don't know

Develop pathway connections in Green
Road Park.

| don't know

Tell us why

From the perspective of Asian Family Services, enhancing the Rodney Local Board's
priorities for 2024/2025 to be more inclusive of the growing Asian population and
overall diversity can be approached as follows:

Inclusive Play Spaces: Ensure that new and

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

20347

Investment in wellbeing programme

Investing in social wellbeing programmes from council is important to the Asian and
migrant community because it can help address the mental health and wellbeing
needs of this community. Studies have shown that Asians and migrant populations,
experience higher levels of mental distress and are less likely to access mental health
services due to stigma and lack of awareness of available services. Additionally, these
communities are more likely to experience loneliness, social rejection, and
discrimination, which can further impact their mental health and wellbeing. Investing in
social wellbeing programmes can help provide support and resources to address these
issues and improve the overall wellbeing of these cohort. It can also help promote
social inclusion and community connectedness, which are important for the mental
health and wellbeing of individuals and communities.

It's important not to underestimate the significant impact of community groups and their
vital role in addressing the needs of their communities. While it's essential to balance
the budget, it's equally crucial to support these groups to continue providing essential
services to the people who need them. Many of these groups have worked hard to
build trust within their communities, and funding cuts risk setting them back for at least
2 to 5 years, if not more. It's essential to recognize the time and effort that goes into
building these groups and the trust of the communities they serve. Cutting funding may
have a significant impact on their ability to recover and continue providing essential
services.
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They are numerous benefits of community service. It emphasizes connects people to
their community and helps them make a positive impact which can benefit an
individual's mental and physical health, provide valuable career experience, and bring
fun and fulfillment to communities.

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

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities

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

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

Tell us why

From the perspective of Asian Family Services, enhancing the Upper Harbour Local
Board's priorities for 2024/2025 to be more inclusive of the growing Asian population
and overall diversity can be approached as follows:

Multi-purpose Library Facility: Ens

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

Investment in wellbeing programme

Investing in social wellbeing programmes from council is important to the Asian and
migrant community because it can help address the mental health and wellbeing
needs of this community. Studies have shown that Asians and migrant populations,
experience higher levels of mental distress and are less likely to access mental health
services due to stigma and lack of awareness of available services. Additionally, these
communities are more likely to experience loneliness, social rejection, and
discrimination, which can further impact their mental health and wellbeing. Investing in
social wellbeing programmes can help provide support and resources to address these
issues and improve the overall wellbeing of these cohort. It can also help promote
social inclusion and community connectedness, which are important for the mental
health and wellbeing of individuals and communities.

It's important not to underestimate the significant impact of community groups and their
vital role in addressing the needs of their communities. While it's essential to balance
the budget, it's equally crucial to support these groups to continue providing essential
services to the people who need them. Many of these groups have worked hard to
build trust within their communities, and funding cuts risk setting them back for at least
2 to 5 years, if not more. It's essential to recognize the time and effort that goes into
building these groups and the trust of the communities they serve. Cutting funding may
have a significant impact on their ability to recover and continue providing essential
services.

They are numerous benefits of community service. It emphasizes connects people to
their community and helps them make a positive impact which can benefit an
individual's mental and physical health, provide valuable career experience, and bring
fun and fulfillment to communities.
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7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls.

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

Which of the following options do you support?

| don’t know

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?

Waiheke Local Board Priorities

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

| support all priorities

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

Delivering core council operational Very Important
services, such as mowing, track and facility
maintenance, and the library.

Programmes which protect, restore, and Very Important
enhance the island’s natural environment,
and initiatives that provide opportunities for
community connectedness, capability and
resilience.
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Working with our community and Very Important
businesses to progress actions within the
Waiheke Island Climate Action Plan.

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

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

Capital projects including the Tawaipareira  Very Important
Reserve playground.

Tell us why

From the perspective of Asian Family Services, the Waiheke Local Board can enhance
its priorities for 2024/2025 to be more inclusive of the growing Asian population and
overall diversity by focusing on community connectedness, environmental initiatives, a

7c. What do you think of the Waiheke proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
20347
Investment in wellbeing programme

Investing in social wellbeing programmes from council is important to the Asian and
migrant community because it can help address the mental health and wellbeing
needs of this community. Studies have shown that Asians and migrant populations,
experience higher levels of mental distress and are less likely to access mental health
services due to stigma and lack of awareness of available services. Additionally, these
communities are more likely to experience loneliness, social rejection, and
discrimination, which can further impact their mental health and wellbeing. Investing in
social wellbeing programmes can help provide support and resources to address these
issues and improve the overall wellbeing of these cohort. It can also help promote
social inclusion and community connectedness, which are important for the mental
health and wellbeing of individuals and communities.

It's important not to underestimate the significant impact of community groups and their
vital role in addressing the needs of their communities. While it's essential to balance
the budget, it's equally crucial to support these groups to continue providing essential
services to the people who need them. Many of these groups have worked hard to
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build trust within their communities, and funding cuts risk setting them back for at least
2 to 5 years, if not more. It's essential to recognize the time and effort that goes into
building these groups and the trust of the communities they serve. Cutting funding may
have a significant impact on their ability to recover and continue providing essential
services.

They are numerous benefits of community service. It emphasizes connects people to
their community and helps them make a positive impact which can benefit an
individual's mental and physical health, provide valuable career experience, and bring
fun and fulfillment to communities.

Waitakere Ranges Local Board Priorities

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

| support all priorities

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

Initiatives to support community resilience Very Important
and safety.

Progress priority actions from the Waitdkere Very Important
Ranges Local Climate Plan (currently under
development).

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

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

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

Operating grants to support Glen Eden and  Very Important
Titirangi Community Houses.
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Invest in our relationship with mana Very Important

whenua, Te Kawerau a Maki.

Initiatives to support youth/rangatahi. Very Important
Progress an application for Waitakere Very Important
Ranges Heritage Area to become a dark
sky place.

Tell us why

From the perspective of Asian Family Services, enhancing the Waiheke Local Board's
priorities for 2024/2025 to be more inclusive of the growing Asian population and
overall diversity can be approached as follows:

Core Council Services: Ensure that servic

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

Investment in wellbeing programme

Investing in social wellbeing programmes from council is important to the Asian and
migrant community because it can help address the mental health and wellbeing
needs of this community. Studies have shown that Asians and migrant populations,
experience higher levels of mental distress and are less likely to access mental health
services due to stigma and lack of awareness of available services. Additionally, these
communities are more likely to experience loneliness, social rejection, and
discrimination, which can further impact their mental health and wellbeing. Investing in
social wellbeing programmes can help provide support and resources to address these
issues and improve the overall wellbeing of these cohort. It can also help promote
social inclusion and community connectedness, which are important for the mental
health and wellbeing of individuals and communities.

It's important not to underestimate the significant impact of community groups and their
vital role in addressing the needs of their communities. While it's essential to balance
the budget, it's equally crucial to support these groups to continue providing essential
services to the people who need them. Many of these groups have worked hard to
build trust within their communities, and funding cuts risk setting them back for at least
2 to 5 years, if not more. It's essential to recognize the time and effort that goes into
building these groups and the trust of the communities they serve. Cutting funding may
have a significant impact on their ability to recover and continue providing essential
services.
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They are numerous benefits of community service. It emphasizes connects people to
their community and helps them make a positive impact which can benefit an
individual's mental and physical health, provide valuable career experience, and bring
fun and fulfillment to communities.

Waitemata Local Board Priorities

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

| support all priorities

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

Deliver a new civic space at 254 Ponsonby  Fairly Important
Road.

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

Phased delivery of improvements for Heard = Fairly Important
Park.

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

Develop programmes that improve Very Important
perceptions of safety within the City Centre,
and our town-centres.
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Support local communities to develop
Emergency Planning & Readiness
Response Plans.

Very Important

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

Very Important

Tell us why

From the perspective of Asian Family Services, the Waitemata Local Board can
enhance its priorities for 2024/2025 to be more inclusive of the growing Asian
population and overall diversity by ensuring that the new civic space at 254 Ponsonby

Road, the Ley

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

2024-20347
Investment in wellbeing programme

Investing in social wellbeing programmes from council is important to the Asian and

migrant community because it can help address the mental health and wellbeing
needs of this community. Studies have shown that Asians and migrant populations,
experience higher levels of mental distress and are less likely to access mental health
services due to stigma and lack of awareness of available services. Additionally, these
communities are more likely to experience loneliness, social rejection, and
discrimination, which can further impact their mental health and wellbeing. Investing in
social wellbeing programmes can help provide support and resources to address these
issues and improve the overall wellbeing of these cohort. It can also help promote
social inclusion and community connectedness, which are important for the mental
health and wellbeing of individuals and communities.

It's important not to underestimate the significant impact of community groups and their
vital role in addressing the needs of their communities. While it's essential to balance
the budget, it's equally crucial to support these groups to continue providing essential
services to the people who need them. Many of these groups have worked hard to
build trust within their communities, and funding cuts risk setting them back for at least
2 to 5 years, if not more. It's essential to recognize the time and effort that goes into
building these groups and the trust of the communities they serve. Cutting funding may
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have a significant impact on their ability to recover and continue providing essential

services.

They are numerous benefits of community service. It emphasizes connects people to
their community and helps them make a positive impact which can benefit an
individual's mental and physical health, provide valuable career experience, and bring

fun and fulfillment to communities.

Whau Local Board Priorities

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

| support all priorities

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

We will work with our partners to build
community capacity, from
climate/emergency preparedness and
community resilience to increased
participation and community capability.

Very Important

We will encourage and support
volunteerism and community participation,
especially through environmental and
ecological initiatives around the Manukau
Harbour and foreshore, the Whau River and
its tributaries, and our urban ngahere.

Very Important

We will continue to undertake governance-
level engagement and collaboration with
mana whenua and the other west Auckland
local boards.

Very Important

We will work with the local BIDs where

possible, to support local economy and to

Very Important




#13137 4“

realise shared goals around climate action,
community connection and belonging.

We will consider accessibility and inclusion ~ Very Important
across our services, engagement, and
other initiatives.

Tell us why

From the perspective of Asian Family Services, enhancing the Whau Local Board's
priorities for 2024/2025 to be more inclusive of the growing Asian population and
overall diversity can be approached as follows:

Community Capacity Building: Work with partn

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

Whau Local Board Priorities
What we propose in your local board area next year (2024/2025)

We will work with our partners to build community capacity, from climate/emergency
preparedness and community resilience to increased participation and community
capability.

We will encourage and support volunteerism and community participation, especially
through environmental and ecological initiatives around the Manukau Harbour and
foreshore, the Whau River and its tributaries, and our urban ngahere.

We will continue to undertake governance-level engagement and collaboration with
mana whenua and the other west Auckland local boards.

We will work with the local BIDs where possible, to support local economy and to
realise shared goals around climate action, community connection and belonging.

We will consider accessibility and inclusion across our services, engagement, and
other initiatives.

8. Do you have any other comments?

Asian Family Services (AFS) is pleased to contribute to the discussion on Auckland
Council's Long-term Plan 2024-2034. As an organization committed to the wellbeing of
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the Asian community in Auckland, we acknowledge the significance of the plan in
shaping the city's future. However, we believe that the plan could better address the
needs of the Asian and broader migrant communities in several key areas.

The plan should incorporate specific initiatives to foster cultural understanding and
integration. This includes language support programs, cultural festivals, and
community centers that cater to the diverse needs of Asian and migrant communities.
Such initiatives are essential for promoting social cohesion and celebrating the cultural
diversity that these communities bring to Auckland.

It is essential to ensure that the resources and information provided by Auckland
Council are available in multiple languages, particularly in the context of emergency
management, including preparedness and response.

Economic empowerment of Asian and migrant entrepreneurs and businesses is
crucial. The plan should provide pathways to funding, business development
programs, and networking opportunities to support the economic success of these
communities.

Inclusive governance is vital for ensuring that the voices of Asian and migrant
communities are heard and considered in decision-making processes. The plan should
outline strategies for engaging these communities in local planning and development
initiatives.

The plan should also incorporate specific health and wellbeing programs that address
the unique needs of Asian and migrant communities. This includes mental health

support, access to healthcare services, and initiatives to combat social isolation, which
are essential for the overall wellbeing of these communities.

Providing access to education and training opportunities is crucial for the integration
and success of Asian and migrant communities. The plan should include language
classes, skills development programs, and support for international students to help
them thrive in Auckland.

In conclusion, AFS urges Auckland Council to consider these recommendations in the
Long-term Plan 2024-2034 to ensure that the needs of Asian and migrant communities
are adequately addressed. By doing so, we can work towards a more inclusive,
diverse, and vibrant Auckland that benefits all its residents.

12
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: 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 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?

No charge for Park & Ride
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Not everyone wants to travel into the city, need more suburb-to-suburb links.

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

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

Cycleways

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

Change the operational management

Tell us why:

Need to know why it is not performing to its full potential and how it compares with
other stadiums.

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

| think the idea of a Future Fund is good but I'm worried about who is picking the
Investment Manager, what happens if some investments fail? Don't think any money
should be withdrawn even if there is a climate disaster until the fund is fully
established.
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4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

| don't know

Tell us here:

I'm unsure about investing all money into the Future Fund without knowing more about
it.

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:

It sounds good to invest in the Future Fund but I'm worried about who would be in
control of it especially when we don't know who will be on the council in the future.

4d. Do you have 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 long as it is used only for public space. If it is used only for the rich to build luxury
apartments, then we will be no better off.

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

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

You mentioned the reasons yourself. Reduces the value of the lease, having to
transport goods by road or rail and there is no barrier between Bledisloe and the noise
of the working wharf.

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
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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 | 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?

Our household recycle as much as we can, we compost all food scraps so we only put
our PAYT rubbish bin out less than once a month. If PAYT is replaced with rates
charges then you will probably charge us for collection once a week.

Local board priorities

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

8. Do you have any other comments?

I had no idea that council had to support Maori in so many ways. If you use bi-lingual
signage please put English first for locals and tourists.

It is nice to have all the whistles and bells but we must get the basics done first.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of 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 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?

Aucklands beaches and waterways are its jewel . Water pollution and unswimmable
beaches must be addressed . It's a disgrace that our water quality has closed
numerous beaches during summer over the last few years - it will have a negative
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affect on tourism as well if we are not the clean green most livable Auckland, NZ that
we proclaim ourselves to be .

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

Many people are complaining about unnecessary road works . Some things council
spends money on is a complete waste , such as fixing pavements which aren’t broken
( Birkenhead Avenue ) and putting pedestrian crossings right beside roundabouts (
glenfield road ) and too many speed humps in too many places , | could go on and on
. Devonport is a nightmare with pedestrian crossings right next to intersections and
bus stops in ridiculous places . .

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

| don't know
Tell us why:
2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?
2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

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

| don't know
Tell us why:

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

| don't know
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Tell us why:

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

| don't know
Tell us here:

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

| don't know
Tell us here:

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

Tell us here:

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

| don't know
Tell us why:

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

| don't know
Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?
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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.

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

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

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

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

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

Local board priorities

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

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: 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 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?

| am comfortable with more rates increases, although | would prefer an outcome where
the increase in rates falls between the "central" and "do more" proposals.
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More debt should only be taken on if it is for building new infrastructure that will be
used for decades to come. Debt should not be used to finance ongoing operations or
maintenance.

I would like Council to increase resources for Maori-led projects.

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

Building new roads and other infrastructure in future growth areas. Widening existing
roads - we need to make better use of what we have, and ensure we have enough
money to maintain and renew the infrastructure that we already have.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

| support improvements to public transport and network optimisation, but | do not
support stopping improvements to pedestrian and cycling facilities. | support
introducing charges for Park and Rides, premium fares for expensive ferry services,
and 'time-of-use' pricing to manage traffic congestion.

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

We should invest more to make our core public transport services (buses and trains)
more frequent and reliable. New rapid transit infrastructure is expensive, so we should
focus on making our existing bus routes faster and more reliable through innovative
and lower-cost bus priority measures. We should also invest more in safe walking and
cycling networks so it's easier and safer for people to get around their local
communities without a car. This can include initiatives like low traffic neighbourhoods in
residential areas to make streets safer for people travelling on foot, by bike or scooter,
and safer speeds (30 km/hr) in residential areas, town centres, and around schools.
These investments will help Auckland make the most of our transport networks, while
reducing transport emissions, and giving people more options for getting around so
they are less affected by rising petrol prices.

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?
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Auckland should minimise spending on roads in greenfield growth areas. We should
also avoid widening roads, and instead reallocate road space to more space-efficient
modes like public transport, walking and cycling.

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management

Tell us why:

In my time living on the North Shore, the only time | ever visit the North Harbour
Stadium precinct is to use the Albany Stadium Pools. | would be happy to see other
parts of the precinct repurposed to better serve the community and make better use of
Council's budget.

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

A diversified investment fund and partial self-insurance sounds like a good idea. The
reasoning presented in the consultation document about AIAL shareholding sounds
logical.

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:

Council receives an upfront payment but still retains long-term control over the port
land and wharves.
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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:

To avoid even higher rates rises or further cuts to council services.

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

Tell us here:

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

Other

Tell us why:

It does not make sense to release the wharves without a clear idea of what they could
be used for instead, and the financial and social impacts of an alternative use. The
consultation document provides concrete risks and downsides of releasing the
wharves

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

Other

Tell us why:

It does not make sense to release Bledisloe Terminal without a clear idea of what the
area could be used for instead, and the financial and social impacts of an alternative
use. The consultation document provides concrete risks and downsides of releasing
the land, including reduced revenue and increased traffic congestion and emissions.
Further investigation of potential uses is needed before making such a significant
decision, including their potential costs, likely revenue, and social benefit.
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Support

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

Support

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

Support

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

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

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

Support

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

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

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

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

Local board priorities

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

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

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.

| 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

| regularly use parks and playgrounds in the local board area, so maintenance and
renewal of these facilities is important to me and my whanau. Climate action and
protecting the environment for us and our children after us is very important to me. |

also

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

20347

| support the priorities for the Kaipatiki local board, particularly:

- delivering the Kaipatiki Connections Network Plan priorities. Our local area needs
safer, better connected cycle paths so more people can ride bikes instead of having to

use a car for most trips.
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- Infrastructure that supports a quality, compact, and climate resilient urban form. This
type of urban form is better for people and communities, better for the local
environment and for the planet.

s

- Improved bus services so buses become more of a viable alternative to taking the
car.

- Work to reduce flooding of the Wairau Valley, particularly if this includes ‘greening’
more sections of the stream to improve resilience to flooding events and to provide
ecological and social benefits.

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

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

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

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

Tell us why:

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

connecting areas better through public transport

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

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

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

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

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

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

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

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

Support

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

Support

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

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

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 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-
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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.

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

| support them

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: 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 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?

Enabling buses to reliably deliver reasonably fast commute times incentivising people
to get out of cars and use public transportation

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?

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

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

Support

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

Support

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

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.

| 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

| 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 | don't know
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

mataawaka groups so that Kaipatiki is rich
with Maori identity and culture.

Supporting a community climate activation | don't know
programme to support and amplify

community initiatives identified in the

Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

Building relationships with local iwi and | don't know

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

Parks and Community Do more

Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support As proposed

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

Environment restoration, environmental education, cycle networks and public transport
networks within local areas - not just in and out of the CBD.

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

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

| think more cycleways and easy connection from walking and cycling to public
transport is essential to decrease the use of private vehicles. Stopping planned
cycleway projects is hindering the shift away from people using cars all the time.

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

capacity to carry bikes and electric scooters on buses. continue to create more cycle
friendly networks

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

new roads

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

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

Tell us why:

with new management we could actually better utilise the stadium. redevelopment will
come at a large cost not only in materials and labour but in endless hours engaging
costly consultants to study and survey etc etc before anything is even done. Change
the management and get them on board with the brief that we need the stadium to be
paying its way by bringing in the crowd pulling events.

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?
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| don't know
Tell us why:

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

| don't know
Tell us here:

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

| don't know
Tell us here:

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

Tell us here:

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

| 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.

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
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.
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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

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

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

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

Local board priorities

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

Hibiscus and Bays,Kaipatiki,Upper Harbour

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.

Fairly 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.

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.

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 2024/20257?

| 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.

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?
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| support all priorities

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

Progress with the detailed business case Fairly 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  Fairly 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  Fairly 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?

| don’t know

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?

It seems odd to try to reallocate funding away from local boards who currently have
more funding when the reason these boards have more funding is they have more
assets to maintain. Also, as more and more funding responsibility seems to be being
shifted onto local boards, how can they deliver extra priorities with less funding. Do not
support 'fairer funding' of local board initiative.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of 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?

Increasing active transport for local activities. Minimise support for private transport
across town. Support local employment to reduce peak travel.

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?

Active transport
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:

Indoor stadium shortage for popular sports such as basketball.

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

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

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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

Support

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

Support

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

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

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 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, 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.

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

Delivering on the promise of northcote development would be fantastic.

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

Ensuring that front line / customer facing functions, such as resource consenting or
bills and payment related servicesn are maintained and that access to these services
are not reduced.
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1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Do not support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

For a world class city, particularly one where we want to be able to move safely and
efficiently, reduction to key services such as Public transport and other walking and
cycling projects will have a detrimental effect on our city. With the intensification that is
occurring across the city under investment into transport particularly public transport
services and other infrastructure, must be avoided.

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

Ensuring that under utilized connection services are maintained. Whilst they may not
be financially viable, they serve as an equity issues to those who cannot afford to
maintain a car (or do not have the capacity to do so, whether by physical or mental
impairment).

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

Probably roads of national significance. A lot of these projects are running benefit cost
ratios that do not reflect good value for money for Aucklanders.

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

Change the operational management

Tell us why:

Selling the asset is short sighted. Whilst it helps with our current pains, the ability to
use it as a world class venue, and the potential revenue that could be generated from
that, will be diminished in the future.
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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:

Similar reasons as above, AIAL is one of those assets that will continue to grow with a

future dividend payment anticipated to be able to represent a significant source of
future funding for Auckland Council.

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 above. Sale of such a significant asset represents reasonable risks to the
ongoing funds to be generated for Council. Further, it will guarantee that the land is

locked in for the period of the lease, representing a major opportunity lost in terms of
the potential for future urban regeneration.

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

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:
Council services need to be maintained at, or an even better, level than currently. We

want to attract people to our city and a bit part of being able to compete on the world
stage is the ability to ensure a certain standard of amenity.

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

L
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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:

Urban renewal is generally supported, but a wider strategy is needed for the relocation
of the port.

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

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

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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




oN=T

#13457 %

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

Support

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

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

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

Support

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

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

| don't know

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

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.
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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.

Very Important

Tell us why

Little Shoal Bay does not represent a significant public benefit. It.is considered that the
strategy should be delayed until better funding is available. Otherwise, projects with
wider reaching benefit (I.e. enabling community groups to invest into stream

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 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?

De-fund and disestablish Eke Panuku. Managing council's property portfolio should be
done internally. Panuku's profligate and wasteful spending on 'nice-to-have' and vanity
projects needs to be shut down entirely - and that money used on 'need-to-haves'.
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Example: Eke Panuku has committed $1.9 million on 'upgrades' to Northcroft Street,
Takapuna, which have been opposed by the local board and the community ... based
on an expensive and failed Innovating Streets For People trial which did not meet any
of it's goals. Give this money to the local board to do some actual local good!

Eke Panuku are also responsible for the scandalous deal in which they 'sold' the Civic
Administration building and 5000m2 of land for a mere $3 million - which we still
haven't got many years later because of "buy now pay later" clauses agreed by Eke
Panuku where the developer would pay the balance when the apartments were
developed/sold, and where council would be in a queue behind the buyer's financier
for our money. This deal alone should be enough to prove that Eke Panuku are not fit
for purpose and should be disestablished immediately.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Don’t support any of the proposal

Tell us why:

While safety is a priority, we need a laser focus on the costs of the projects we
undertake - particularly the huge and spiralling cost of traffic management, and the
incredibly high costs of what seem simple projects like raised crossings and speed
calming measures (raised tables, speed humps, speed cushions etc). Of particular
alarm is the Fire Service feedback that the huge increase in the number of road-
narrowing initiatives and raised features in the roadways means they cannot get to
fires in time,. We may simply have to cut our cloth according to our budget and stick
with at-grade painted crossings, unless exceptional circumstances exist.

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

Decent tarseal with a long lifespan when roads are resealed.

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

* Cheap chipseal that quickly fails and needs replacing.

* Silly paintwork on roads that are not essential road markings. Roadways are not
playgrounds! Examples: Idiotic blue and yellow dots in Shortland Street, CBD, The
same in Northcroft St, Takapuna, and the same/similar/more in Henderson, Pukekohe,
and other places. All, | believe, are Eke Panuku projects - not led by AT and | refer
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again to my earlier comments advocating that Eke Panuku be de-funded and
disestablished. This profligate and wasteful spending would be bad at any time — but
continuing it in these financial times would be an indictment on any council which
continues to ignore this wastage on projects that no-one wants, no-one needs, and for
which there is no evidence of any demonstrable benefit.

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is

Tell us why:

The stadium was hugely successful when it was built & managed by the earlier Trust.
The council's mishandling and mismanagement since taking over have been simply
appalling. It is the ONLY stadium serving this large region of our city, and must not be
lost.

| absolutely OPPOSE any demolition, or the sale of any/all of the land. We must keep
public land in public hands to ensure we are future-proofed to meet growing
community needs as housing intensifies and our population grows exponentially.

Entering some "alternative management” is also an unpalatable option

The simply answer is for council staff with responsibility for stadiums to manage it
properly ... not sell it off because council has failed.

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

Ports of Auckland was a profitable business for many years, and given that the vast
majority of goods coming and going from our country travel by ship and not by plane, it
could continue to be so indefinitely. This is a key strategic asset that we must not lose,
and which can be a profit centre benefitting the city.

| oppose plans to move the port to Whangarei.

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:

| oppose the idea of moving the ports from Auckland - either to Whangarei, Tauranga,
or any other location. Experts have widely debunked the idea - and | agree with them.
It will cost more billions than it would ever be worth to build the road & rail infrastucture
to move the goods. It does not fit with our city's stated aims to reduce the impacts of
climate change - as it will create many additional train and truck movements between
Whangarei and Auckland. The final destination of the majority of the goods is Auckland
- by far our largest city. Landing them somewhere else defies common sense and
logic.

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 | 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
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.

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

| support the Kaipatiki Local Board's priorities - which focus on community.

The remainder of my feedback relates to a number of common themes and priorities
throughout the feedback from all 21 local board areas — not just the Devonport-

Takapuna Local Board.
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| particularly support the priorities expressed by multiple local boards to at least retain,
or increase, funding and other support for:

» Community houses & organisations

» Community services and support

» Retention and acquisition of parks, open spaces, and public spaces
» Sports and recreation organisations and facilities

» Environmental initiatives and organisations

» Community facilities, amenities and assets

* Initiatives supporting youth

| believe it is critical to continue to support our community organisations and services —
which serve people of all ages and stages, abilities, identities, cultures, and ethnicities,
in a variety of ways.

The value of the work these organisations do is incalculable — and much of it would not
be possible without the dedication of volunteers.

If funding for community organisations is reduced or cut, they may shut their doors
entirely — or no longer have the capacity to manage the volunteer programmes that are
such a critical part of making our city work.

Similarly, if community facilities and amenities are jettisoned or not maintained,
community groups may also not be able to function or continue.

Community groups and volunteers are the threads that weave the fabric of community
together. Once you tear that fabric it may not be easily — or ever — repaired. The impact
of volunteers can be hard to measure — but it is incredibly real. Clear examples of this
include the impact that volunteers had during Covid, and the flooding disaster and
Cyclone Gabrielle in January and February 2023.

Council’s modest investment into Tamaki Makaurau’s community organisations and
volunteering infrastructure already reaps maximum impact.

Over the coming years we will be ever more reliant on the goodwill of these
organisations and volunteers as the city’s population grows — and demand for their
many services and initiatives increases.

Community organisations and their volunteers have built up vast experience,

expertise, skills, and local knowledge. They have established strong community
networks, trust, and goodwill over a long period of time. They achieve incredible results
on modest funding: the return on investment is high.
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Council cannot replicate this, and should not attempt to. Council could not deliver the
same outcomes for the same money. The setup costs, should Council attempt this,
would be high — and could not be justified when this work is already being done by
Volunteering Auckland and the thousands of existing community groups and
volunteers. Council would simply be duplicating efforts, and spending more to achieve
less — and would destroy/destabilise community resilience and networks in the
attempt.

8. Do you have any other comments?

LOCAL BOARD FUNDING POLICY

Local Boards have been chronically underfunded since the inception of Auckland
Council in 2010. The council structure has become too centralised — and local boards
(who have essential local knowledge) have too little decision-making power over local
matters, and even less budget. The LDI (Locally Driven Initiatives) funding to Local
Boards needs to increase to meet generational underinvestment in social
infrastructure.

However, the proposed equity model is itself inequitable. In its attempt to increase
funding to areas where previous councils had underinvested, this has the
consequence of being hugely detrimental and punitive to areas where previous
investment had been higher.

A practical example is the Devonport-Takapuna and Kaipatiki local board areas — who
will suffer the greatest financial loss in the equity model proposed. These boards will
not be able to maintain their assets or current service levels — which will have very
detrimental consequences on communities in those areas.

Bettering the circumstances of one area should not rely on punishing another.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of 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 As proposed
City and local development Do less
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development Do more
Council support As proposed

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

protecting or enhancing the natural areas

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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roading and infrastructure wastage. setup a interdepartment disruption system to save
re-working roading and infrastructure projects through lack of integration i.e
vector/AT/Watercare

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

balance

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

aggressively target PT. from a city planning /zoning level in particular to save future
heartache. worth the long term investment in generational habits of personal car use.

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

traffic management

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

needs a new purpose and 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)?

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

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

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

Tell us here:

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

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.

| don't know

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

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

Support

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

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

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

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

Local board priorities

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

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
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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

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

8. Do you have any other comments?

a%e
1

a

s



o 2\

\.-'4.

SAY

h_]

#13495

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

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

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

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

Support funding for libraries
Support for arts, culture and creativity via local boards.

Investment into Council programmes, engagement and public art.
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Investment into arts and culture facilities, both Council-owned and private.

Investment into Auckland’s diverse cultural communities.

Investment into local festivals and independent artists and companies, regional grants.
Screen Auckland production attraction and facilitation

Management of film studios

Development and support of creative industries

Performing Arts and event venues and stadiums

Logistical support of performing arts

Aotea Arts Precinct

Significant cultural institutions such as Auckland Art Gallery and Maritime Museum

Innovation hubs with strong creative focus such as GridAKL and Grid Manukau (along
with Ngahere Communities)

Major Events - creative related such as Auckland Arts Festival and World Choir Games
- but also most events procure creative services of some nature

Local Board Economic Development Plans

International trade and international relations support

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

Sell the golf courses

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Do not support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

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

Public transport

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

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

or sell the stadium

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

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

Tell us why:
Very shortsighted to sell share in 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:

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:

Because so many libraries, arts and culture, and communitites are struggling and need
additional funding.

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

Support

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

Support

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

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.

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.

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 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-
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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.

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.

Tell us why

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

20347

Libraries, arts, culture, and creativity is a priority in my local board

8. Do you have any other comments?

We need to value and increase funding for libraries. They are social, community hubs

that are truely accessible for all.

We need to value arts and culture and communities and prioritise them
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of 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 road surfaces

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

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

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:
To much money has been wasted on traffic management

We need more double lane road lanes

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

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

Traffic management

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is

Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us why:

It's been done in the past and failed

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:

If you lease the port the council will have no control

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 land will go to waste, just look at the tanker terminal in Wynyard Quarter

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

Since the new CEO has taken over the ports are improving

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

Support

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

Support

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

| 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.

Support

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

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

6b. Do you have 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
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

| 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.

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.

Not Important

Tell us why

We need less of te reo Maori as | had to search my local board

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

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

Keep the city clean and tidy, keep.on top of weeds and parks and reserves.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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Doing bad quality road resurfacing. The chip seal being put down is ********** gand the
road looks worse then before the work was done.

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?

Fixing pot holes. Second harbour crossing. More parking at North Shore bus
stations/park and rides

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

Cycle lanes. Raised pedestrian crossings with lights.

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

Change the operational management

Tell us why:

Give it back to the trust or similar, a management group that will drive it's use. It used
to host way more than it does now, as well as schol balls, conference's etc etc. Having
a stadium for the shore is huge asset that needs to be revived. Especially now we
have the northern bus way and Albany is a much better transport hub than when the
stadium was in its early years. Have the new Auckland FC base themselves there.

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

Proceed with the proposal
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Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us here:

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

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

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

Tell us here:

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

| don't know

Tell us why:

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:



6a. What do you think of these proposals?

oN=T

#13519 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.

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.

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 | 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?

| 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

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.

| don't know

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 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?

A second harbour crossing and providing an ability to cross the harbour by foot and
cycle.

An alternative public transport option, to road, to get to and from Auckland Airport.
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1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Do not support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Tamaki Makaurau Auckland is the largest city in NZ, the premier gateway to the world
for NZ'ers. However, we are fast becoming the city of the dark ages compared to the
rest of the worlds cities.

The city needs investment into major infrastructure programmes to assist Aucklanders
to get around the city and to take advantage of all aspects of the region:

- Reliable and diverse (rail, cycle, light rail, transit lanes etc)public transport options to
reach all parts of the city.

- A second harbour crossing that encompasses road and rail
- The ability to cross the harbour by foot and cycle

- Cycle lanes that connect North, East, South, West and central to reduce road traffic,
keep people healthier and to reduce emissions.

- Improvements in roads, roading networks and roading support to supplement the
public transport system, including raised crossings, speed cameras, mobile phone
cameras

- Increase in ferry service options

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

- Reliable and diverse (rail, cycle, light rail, transit lanes etc)public transport options to
reach all parts of the city.

- A second harbour crossing that encompasses road and rail
- The ability to cross the harbour by foot and cycle

- Cycle lanes that connect North, East, South, West and central to reduce road traffic,
keep people healthier and to reduce emissions.
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- Improvements in roads, roading networks and roading support to supplement the
public transport system, including raised crossings, speed cameras, mobile phone
cameras

- Increase in ferry service options

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

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

The city, locally and throughout, needs the facility but in the capacity that suits the
changing environment and community, this can be done through changing what is
currently there. This is not rocket science, the demographics and behaviours of the city
have changed, so the facilities and services that service the community also need to
be updated. There is a growing retail and housing precinct in the area, the facility can
be adapted to provide applicable and awesome events and activities for the growing
community.

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

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

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

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

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

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
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?

Waterways and water quality for the city does need to be a priority - it is not good
enough that beaches are 'Black Flagged' across the city every time it rains heavily. It is
not good enough that families living in flood affected areas continue to be at risk every
time there is heavy rain. It is also not good enough to exclude local Iwi and Hapt when
it comes to developing and implementing the improvements to the waterways. Utlising
international and local expertise and knowledge to improve this infrastructure is
something the council should invest in.

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.

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.

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

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

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

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

Tell us why:

Transport is essential to a working city

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

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

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

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

Tell us why:

Once the central location is lost it is gone forever. The surrounding area can be built up
10 storeys high later ~ 30 years.

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

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

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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Any transfer of operations to private interests results in lower wages for all workers
involved.

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:

Still have no idea why so may cars on that wharf...

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

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

Support

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

Support

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

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

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

Support

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

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

Do not support




AANS

%y
o/ e

#13539 -2

]
P —1

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 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
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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.

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.

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 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?

Less of things which should fall within Central Government remit, e.g. social housing,
large infrastructure/transport projects
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Central Government needs to play a bigger role here in funding

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

No, negotiate for Government funding

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:

Present predicament is due to poor management since it left Trust hands. It is the only
stadium noth of the bridge and is needed by North Shore Community. Return its
management into competent hands

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

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

Makes no sense to keep minority shareholding in Airport if cost if borrowing exceed
returns
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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:

35 years is too long and restrictive to what Auckland's future needs may be

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:

Prefer fund if rates can be kept at reasonable levels else council services

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

Tell us here:

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

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:

Smaller operational wharves seem better used for public

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

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

Assume this is needed for port to remain operational and think anything like a
waterfront stadium would be a white elephant ( Keep North Shore Stadium)

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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

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

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

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse Do not 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 | 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 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

| 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.

Fairly Important

mataawaka groups so that Kaipatiki is rich
with Maori identity and culture.

Supporting a community climate activation | don't know
programme to support and amplify

community initiatives identified in the

Kaipatiki Climate Action Plan.

Building relationships with local iwi and | don't know

Tell us why

The district's parks are a valuable resource to the the ecology of Auckland as a whole.
They are poorly maintained at council level and rely heavily in volunteers

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?

Funding should remain in proportion to number of residents as it is. | do not support so
called "Fairer" policy changes
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of 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 As proposed
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support 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:

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

Keen to keep adding more cycleways and making Auckland a more cycleable city

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:

Keen to see the precinct be put to good use

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

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

Agree with the proposal but only if the investments are in ethical investments

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

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

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

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

Keen for the spaces to be put to public use

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

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

Tell us why:

Keen for the spaces to be put to 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
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the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

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

Support

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

Support

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

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

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

Support

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

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

Support
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Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate | 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 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
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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.

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

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

Keep North Harbour Stadium

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

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Need to add tolling to fast lane

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

Tolls to use fast lane

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

Speed bumps everywhere

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

Change the operational management

Tell us why:
Management under north shore council was good , since the super city it’s rubbish.

Reinstate the seating taken out by the stupid decision to hose baseball and invest in
the stadium to be used properly.

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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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Keep Auckland airport shares for future generation. Once they are sold they are gone .

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 control rather than letting outside interests control Auckland destiny

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

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

As long as the funds are used to support Auckland it doesn’t matter, but a long term
fund can only be good.

4d. Do you have 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:

Only this option if council keeps control of POA



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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

POA will need space as we get bigger , not less. Do t take land away

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.

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

Do not support

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

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

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?

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

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.

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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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of 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?

Do not reduce rubbish bin collection to forthnighly

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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Stop wasting money for unnesassary project (pedestrian crossing, expensive bike lane
that very few people use it)

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

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

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

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

Tell us why:

Because it is what it should be,

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

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

Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

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

prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

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).

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.

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,Kaipatiki,Waiheke

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities

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

| do not support most priorities

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

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

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

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

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

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

Not Important

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

Fairly Important

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

Not Important

Tell us why

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

budget 2024-20347?

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.

Very 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.

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

Waiheke Local Board Priorities

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

| support most priorities

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




YOUR
SAY

30

#13637

Delivering core council operational
services, such as mowing, track and facility
maintenance, and the library.

Very Important

Programmes which protect, restore, and
enhance the island’s natural environment,
and initiatives that provide opportunities for
community connectedness, capability and
resilience.

Fairly Important

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

Not Important

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

Fairly Important

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

Not Important

Capital projects including the Tawaipareira
Reserve playground.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

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

20347

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 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:

Do not support the concept of ‘time-of-use’ pricing , aka "Congestion charging". The
road / transport infrastructure belongs to everybody and is already in effect paid for by
users and beneficiaries of it through existing paths. There is already effectively a
"charge / price" in the delay experienced by those who choose to use the roads at
peak times. It would seem clear that no one who has a practical choice to travel at a
non-busy time is instead deliberately choosing to be delayed at peak times. The
interest groups (such as truck operators) calling for such measures "to get other
vehicles out of their way" already have that same choice to choose off-peak times, and
the fact that may not view that as practical for themselves, does not make their
journeys any more important or entitled to the roads more than any other lawfully
operated vehicle.

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

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

Raised "pedestrian crossings". This turns what was a crossing into a speed hump, that
draws drivers attention as an impending obstacle to get over, and diverts and 'tunes
out' attention of everything else, including nearby pedestrians.

When walking, | avoid using them, and instead cross roads away from them, due to my
experience of them when driving, and the danger they present.

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Other

Tell us why:

Just an observation, as | haven't researched the issue;

It would seem reasonable for the new "Auckland FC" football (soccer) franchise to use
the underutilized NH stadium, rather than Mt Smart, which obviously is already used
by the Warriors rugby-league franchise.
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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:
The port is a semi-monopoly piece of critical infrastructure.

In the event of leasing to a private operator, any upfront payment they make will then
be more than recovered over subsequent years by that operator by increased charges
on everything that passes trough the port. Those increases would be passed on to
Aucklanders, effective making them into not only a rates-hike by another path, but a
rates hike with a profit margin skimmed off the top.

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

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

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

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

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:

Support the concept of returning the area to public usage, but could be a longer
period, if that reduces the costs of doing so, as those costs will ultimately be passed to
the public anyway in charges from port users.

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 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.
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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).

| 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.

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?
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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 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, Fairly 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 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.
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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

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

Water Do more

City and local development

Environment and regulation Do more

Parks and Community As proposed

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?

There is a huge need to focus on the natural environment. the sum tentatively
allocated for the seaweed incursion at Great Barrier seems to be a sop - this could be
a massive problem - it is perhaps more of a central government issue which needs to
be swiftly addressed, just as moth incursions and mad cow disease have been.
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There is also a huge need to not build on flood plains. there is also a huge need to not
artificially increase flood and similar risks. Equally a need to plan thoroughly and
carefully for risks arising from sea level rise and and flooding caused by rising sea
level (storm induced sea level rise)
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1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

The draft plan is predicated on GROWTH. The need for growth is not explained. Key
questions are (a) Why have it and (b) who benefits

Growth, including economic growth is causing Auckland most of its problems, so why
encourage it &gt; Doing so seems an oxymoron i.e we know we have problems so we
will deliberately go about making them worse. Seems a dumb idea. Why are we setting
out to encourage people and new business in Auckland? We have numerous
communities in NZ which are being and have been depopulated. Bigger does not
mean better.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Do not support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Neither "Support most" and "Do not support most" cater for my thoughts on this large
complex topic. | do not support the construction/substantial upgrades of existing roads
other than those currently under construction e.g busways. and measures to make
them safer. The issue of atleneratnive modes of trnasport such as walking, cycling and
similar are not seriously considered (from my brief read of the draft) Nor is there a
suggestion buses could carry bikes as they do in some major cities overseas. Bikes
could for instance by carried across the bridge on standard bus services. The idea of
a ferry for them is nonsensical. The root issues pertaining to transport do not seem to
be addressed. These for instance include urban design - a very significant issue.
Encouraging more people to work closer to where they live (and employers recruiting
from near their places of business). Encurtgaing trades firms and similar to operate
withing a 'suburb' basis instead of operating across the entire isthmus adds to traffic
(e.g heat pump servicing in Devonport by a firm based in Mt Wellington). Making better
use of existing built spaces especially many hectares of warehousing where with
GOOD deign housing could be built above them with added benefit of reducing urban
spread. Low density housing in greenfields areas is a very poor planning choice -
these should be multi-level accommodation from the 'get-go' (say 10 levels), otherwise
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just perpetuating the current problems. Improved wages so people do not have to
work multiple jobs and thus use the roads more, and certainly less part-time and
casual work. "Mega sized schools are another issue, as is students (and staff) travel
across suburbs to a school not close to where they live. After-school activities is
related to this - many no close to homes. We need to think more about WHY we are
traveling. See also recent articles at https://reasonstobecheerful.world/what-were-
reading-bike-lanes-dam-debates/

www.businessinsider.com/bike-lanes-good-for-business-studies-better-streets-2024-3
www.bloomberg.com/features/2023-golf-cart-kingdom/

With road use charging where would that be? Much congestion is in local areas e.g
3/4 hour to 1 hour to travel from Rosedale Road to Glenfield in peak times.

What would the funds received be used for? To reduce road use the charges would
need to be more than minor to change behaviours, yet for low income earners any
impost would be punitive. Care also needed in regard to disruption caused to
households especially where charges are punitive - there are already major social and
other issues among low income families - these folks do not have choices - yet they
are what enable the city function. the issues came back to urban design and related
issues. Public transport can not meet the travel needs of many people - shift workers,
part-timers, people who travel long distances as they have no other choice, people
who work outside areas served by transport nodes/routes.,people who need to have
ready access to transport to get home or elsewhere) for family emergencies (My wife
had mental health issues - | 'had' to have parking readily available so | could get home,
or to hospital, or school etc without hesitation.)

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

Walking, cycling and other low cost mobility methods

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

Road construction.

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

Other
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Tell us why:

There is no other stadium North of the harbour. Population North of the harbour
seems likely to increase.. As when the stadium was built there seems to be a strong
case for having one. Should it be demolished there will be cries in future years for a
stadium. That the stadium has not been well used is not the fault of the stadium but of
the management. Selling land which is currently under-utilised is short sighted. Where
is the 7 generation thinking? Why constrain thinking to 10 years - that seems very
shortsighted. The whole idea warrant a 'deep rethink'.

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

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

Tell us why:

As outlined in answers to several questions following this one | (strongly) do not
support. What on earth does "better provide for changing community needs and
continuing to deliver our strategic objectives" mean?? IT could be shorthand for using
the capital and any accumulated revenue for an unspecified range of purposes with no
intention to replenish the Fund. That seems to suggest the fund may have a limited
life; certainly not a long life. In which case it is a short to medium term 'solution' not
addressing the root issues.

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

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

Tell us here:

Strongly against leasing the operation of the port. If others can make better money out
of it so can the council. The port bravely tried to automate much of its cargo operation.
They tried and failed and should not be held against them. | expect the mayor and
councilors have between them had numerous failures. Notably in my brief read of the
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draft plan | have not seen mention of the long term goals of moving the port - which |
also think is a flawed idea - the Mayor has failed in his flawed endeavours to transfer
Port of Auckland activities to NorthPort and Port of Tauranga. Flawed ides
notwithstanding, Northport could warrant some expansion plus a good reliable rail
connection to Auckland this could also be used to reduce heavy transport traffic
between the two centres - 100's of trucks every day. Another reason; if the port were
to be leased it would almost certainly be to an overseas operator. One consequence
would be profits going off shore - worsening the country's balance of payments to the
country's detriment.

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:

Whilst considering having a Futures Fund seems to make sense on one hand, it
unnecessarily complicates the Council's operations and governance. At the end of the
day administration of the fund adds to costs (Various interests would 'clip the ticket'
and there is no guarantee financial returns would be superior even with an increased
spread of investments. The proposed fund would also enable sale of theses prime
assets easier. | am among those who are very disappointed the Council has recently
sold a large percentage of its holding in Auckland Airport selling down the Council's
limited 'silver'. Long term | suspect there would b no advantage to the Council - by
long term think 7 generations rather than 10 years.

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:
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Auckland has 3.,200km of coastline Coastal Management Framework

for the Auckland Region of 2017. The coastline length of the wharf and related areas
in the vicinity of Quay Street are likely less than 4km.. Thus, if the current wharves
were to be retaine

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:
Auckland has 3.,200km of coastline Coastal Management Framework

for the Auckland Region of 2017. The coastline length of the wharf and related areas
in the vicinity of Quay Street are likely less than 4km.. Thus, if the current wharves
were to be retained there would still be close to 3,200km. How many km do
Aucklanders and its visitors need? The whole issue of 'regaining the coast; seems to
be driven by private entities who wish to advance their own financial and interests. Itis
mischievous to suggest Auckland is disadvantaged by the Port continuing to have full
use of its current facilities. The whole issue is an unnecessary distraction to the
Council.

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.
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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.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

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

Do not support

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

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

properties and boundaries.

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

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

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

There is a fundamental flow in the approach to financing. This is not unique to
Auckland Council, or to this year. It is an issue which has persisted for generations.



NS
#13658 -

My background includes working for the Audit Office and as an internal auditor at one
of the precursor to the current Auckland Council. It is also from observation as a
ratepayer.

It is a fallacy to suggest capital works have to be financed from borrowings as those
works will benefit future generations and they should pay their share. While in theory
that is fine it overlooks three things; (a) Expectations of what councils provide always
increase over time and therefore the need for capital funds (b) Councils (these days)
do not set aside and invest in reserves for asset replacement/enhancement (c) It is in
the interests of leaders for borrowers to continue borrowing.

| have seen only one council in NZ which decided borrowing for capital works is poor
use of ratepayer funds. That council was Devonport. They deliberately set about to
pay off all loans and to finance capital works from rates. They almost achieved that
before they were amalgamated with other North Shore Councils. While that was going
on, replacements, upgrades and similar fell into arrears. It was not though disastrous
They were on the cusp of achieving that goal when they were amalgamated out of
existence. The idea was viable and was accepted by the community.

Auckland Council has fallen into the trap of capital works financing at enormous cost to
ratepayers. It could be argued there is a sound case of pulling back on capital works,
paying down debt and using the money paid on interest for better purpose. | realise
this is radical thinking to many economists and others. It did though make sense for
Devonport and there's no reason why it could not make sense to Auckland.

The mayor's idea of seeking the government to pay rates on unrated land although it
may sound a good idea is not. If that were to happened, including Government
diverting GST on rates, then it would have to make up its shortfall in revenue. (Also it
is a red herring as the total rate budget is spread over all rate payers - it would not
generate more income - just spread it among more rated properties). To do that it
would need to increase taxes, or reduce say road transport subsidies paid to councils.
In the end everyone is a ratepayer and taxpayer (including renters). All the ideas do is
shift the "deckchairs on the Titanic" .

Local board priorities

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

Kaipatiki

12
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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

Mist of these issues have been discussed for years. Its time to get on with doing the
job.

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

Apologies - | have not had the time to read - am trying to beat the clock to lodge this
submission. Why on earth do they close at midnight the day before a long weekend
rather than at the end of the long weekend - are council staff going to be working
throughout Easter on the feedback?

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): Shepherds Park Squash Club Inc

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

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

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

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?

Needs a more efficient connection to the airport and North Shore. Loss of the bus
connection to the Shore very unfortunate.

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:

Iconic and only stadium on the Shore needs preserving as part of a co-ordinated city-
wide stadium strategy.

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

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

Tell us here:
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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.

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.

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
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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 d