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From:

Sent: Wednesday, 3 April 2024 10:35 am

To: AKHaveYourSay

Subject: FW: My (late feedback) on the Long Term Plan
FYI

From:

Sent: Wednesday, April 3, 2024 9:37 AM
To: Mayor Wayne Brown <Mayor.Wayne.Brown@aucklandcouncil.govt.nz>
Subject: My (late feedback) on the Long Term Plan

Hello Mayor Wayne Brown,
You are doing a great job.

| would like to send you my feedback on the proposed Long Term plan. My feedback is late due to being busy over
Easter. | hope you will take a look at my feedback.

| have read and agree with most/all of your proposals but | would like to make the following comments/suggestions:

1. You mention that Auckland City has never really balanced it's budget, and this budget attempts to do that
within the upcoming 10 year period. It think the budget is not aggressive enough and will not be able to achieve
this target, which is not strong enough anyway.

2. The estimates for inflation until 2034 are 2% per year, which | assume have some from a professional economist
forecast but are wildly unrealistic and will end up ruining this budget. Estimates by economists of inflation and
interest rates have been significantly wrong in recent year and will also be so in coming years. There is most
likely a sustained period of high inflation coming that will remain above the 2% target and ongoing 3% increases
in inflation will not cover this, meaning this forecast budget will fail.

3. Increasing debt each year by approximately $1 billion is not only unsustainable under a situation where
operating surpluses are likely to be bitten into by cost inflation, but also, higher inflation will mean higher
interest rates going forward, further eroding operating surpluses. There is a high likely chance that projected
increases in borrowing in this forecast plan ends up being more than double the $10 billion estimated and
becomes a blow-out item in the operating surplus.

4. Finally about inflation, general inflation of 2% does not mean that it will be 2% in the specific areas that the
council spends - salaries, infrastructure, materials, construction, consulting costs etc are likely to rises well
above any inflation level.

5. Ithink you will come up with stiff resistance in getting the inflation estimate changed. Therefore | have
recommended the most feasible solution below.

My solution/recommendation:

1. Ratesincreases in years 2028 onward need to be increased to 4-5% at a minimum from the current overall 3%
per year.

2. More likely rates should be increased where they are spent, which means that the targeted water rate should
be much higher than proposed.
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By following the recommendation above, there is a much higher chance that the proposed budget actually achieves the
aims that are proposed. If inflation is lower, it will mean a return to budget and cashflow surplus earlier than 2034.

I am willing to discuss and explain the above further if required.
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From:

Sent: Wednesday, 10 April 2024 8:42 pm

To: AKHaveYourSay

Subject: Kaipatiki Local Board - Long Term Plan 2024 - 2034
Kia ora,

| am submitting on Auckland Council's proposed Long-term Plan 2024-2034 to express where | want our public money
prioritised. The proposal lacks consistency with Te Taruke-a-Tawhiri, Auckland’s Climate Plan. Auckland Council is failing
their responsibility to address climate change and urgently reduce emissions.

As Aotearoa New Zealand's largest council, responsible for our biggest city, Auckland Council has a crucial role to play in
helping the nation meet our climate obligations. We must also ensure action is taken to protect our amazing natural
environment and the precious species which call it home, so, in turn, Papattanuku can protect us.

My submission below follows the order of the online consultation and refers to the same headings and options.

Overall Direction
| do not support either of the predetermined options (‘other’).

The three options (central, more, & less) proposed in the consultation are not the only options, the same goes for the
corresponding rates rises. For example, we could get much-needed investment in transport services and climate
resilience, as stated under the ‘pay more get more’ option, with a rate rise of less than 14% in year one. There are other
areas where savings could be made which are not interdependent. The ‘overall direction’ oversimplifies very complex
decisions.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

-Protecting and working with communities by continuing to prioritise the funding and delivery of Making Space for
Water in partnership with Central Government.
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-Ensuring adequate support for community and social services, including contestable grants (such as the Climate Action
Grant), the Live Lightly programme, the Communities in Need programme, and supporting work on Council land and
marae. This can be achieved by re-establishing pre-2023/2024 budget funding for these areas.

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

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

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

Transport Proposal

| ‘support most’ of the transport proposal.

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

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

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

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

Regarding the Mayoral proposal, | am encouraged to see initiatives to make public transport more accessible, such as
the $50 weekly cap and introduction of diverse payment options. Another positive is the work programmes which look
to improve public transport services, such as network optimisation, expansion of the electric train fleet and completion
of the City Rail Link. Unfortunately, alongside these positives, there are some concerns. A couple of examples are; the
removal of ‘low performing’ bus services, and the several references to roading focused projects.

As well as continuing to invest and improve our public transport network, it is essential that the Council urgently
supports the transition towards low emissions communities by prioritising and increasing, not reducing, investment in
walking and cycling infrastructure.

Cutting “low-value initiatives, including raised pedestrian crossings and expensive gold-plated cycleways” is an
ideological move that fails to align with the Council's own Transport Emissions Reduction Pathway. In monetary terms,
this means cutting funding for cycleways by $141.5 million. This makes no sense as we know increasing funding for
active transport infrastructure is a smart investment that can benefit the economy, the environment, and public health.
Cycling is a low-cost, low-carbon and low-impact mode of transport that can reduce congestion, pollution, and
greenhouse gas emissions. Cycling also promotes daily, incidental physical activity, mental wellbeing and social
inclusion. By improving the safety, accessibility and attractiveness of walking and cycling, more people will be
encouraged to choose it as a regular means of travel, creating a virtuous cycle of benefits. This approach also creates
better use of existing roading assets by making space for those who cannot choose cycling, walking or public transport.
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Changes to other rates, fees and charges
Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
Support

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

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

Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR)
Other

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

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate
Support

Discontinue Long Term Differential Strategy
Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools
Don’t support

Continue rollout of rates funded refuse collection
Support

Local board priorities
| support the following local board priorities (other):

Funding and support for community driven environmental work (e.g., habitat restoration, plant and animal pest control.
Funding and support for community groups that focus on climate action (e.g., waste, active transport, education, etc).
Growth of active transport networks such as cycleways and walkways.

Establishment and development of green corridors.

Development and implementation of Climate Action Plans.

Circular economy strategies and actions.

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

Thank you for considering my submission.
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Regards




Late #23



Late #23



Late #23



Late #23



Late #23



Late #23



Late #23



Late #23



Late #24






Late #24



Late #24



Late #24



Late #24

¥20¢/S0/90 A



Late #24





