
 

 



 

4704 Getawayhomes 620 

4920
South Auckland Boxing Association , Pacific Boxing Academy & the South 
Auckland Youth Development Trust

660 

9405 Village collective 1402 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community 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? 

Investment in trains and ferry system. 

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

could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Scrap the stadium and focus on cbd and Eden Park. 

 

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

Proceed, dividend returns are less than debt costs. 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Fully privatize the port and land. 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Retain earnings and reduce rates. 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

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

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

Do not support 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

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, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

Do not support 
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

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

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

 

Local board priorities 

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

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 
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restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

2034? 

I do not support any priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

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

Not Important  

 

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

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 
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Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Not Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Not Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

Local boards should be disestablished. 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

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

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do 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? 

Bus lanes that are permanent (not for certain hours) 

Investment in public transport options that is off-road, e.g. various forms of rail 

Funding and support for libraries 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Anything that would encourage people to drive more 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

The proposal isn't ambitious enough. There's a serious traffic issue which makes 

Auckland unpleasant to live in. I would like to se public transport radically prioritised 

over cars. I would like there to be transport considerations taken into account with big 

housing development (i.e. hundreds of houses) 

 

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

More buses, rail options, permanent bus lanes, permanent cycleways 

 

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

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

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

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

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

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

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

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

 

Local board priorities 

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

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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

 

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. 
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Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

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

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

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

Support library investment and partnership opportunities as community hubs that 

enhance connection and well being 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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 As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

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

could pay less? 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

cycleways 

 

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

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

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

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

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

Support 
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we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 
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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? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 
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address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

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

Very Important  

 

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

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 
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Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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 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? 

Maintaining parks,libraries,garbage disposal and other critical things are what I can 

pay more for. 

Everything else is an extra and a luxury that I don't see any value addition. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Do less work in areas where everything is running and will run with or without councils 

development or intervention. 

You can do these when economy and council is in better condition rather than passing 

the cost to aucklanders for these activities. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Everything will run as is. 

Don't bother updating transport network especially buses. Run then as usual till 

economy gets on track. 

Only invest in critical services. 

We can do without fancy new buses or new crossways. 

 

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

None. Just what I mentioned earlier. 

 

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

Everything 

 

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

Again, don't invest on something to look good. 

If it is working,then leave it for now. 
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Take a look at it once economy gets back to normal and when people are ready to pay. 

 

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

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Sell if someone else is willing to buy. 

Nothing is coming out of having the shares. 

They haven't been fruitful previously and not are they expected to grow in value in the 

future. 

Rather buy some telsa stock or something. Atleast you can see your investment rising 

in those. 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Sell 30 percent share holding to private, keeping the ownership and having a contract 

in place to maintain it similar to how council maintains it. 

In return they get the profits of the 30% share. 

 

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: 

 

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

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

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Do not support 
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Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

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

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

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

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 
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Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

2034? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

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

Not Important  

 

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

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Fairly Important 
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Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Fairly Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

Not good 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

debt 

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

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: 

All except stopping the cycleways and pedestrian crossings. Cycleways are a proven 

way of improving the environment. Many people would like to cycle more but the roads 

are too dangerous. 

 

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

 

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

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

I don't have enough information to make an opinion on this. If it truly helps the locals, 

then redeveloping it is the best option. 

 

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

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

I'm really split on this one. We keep privatising our public transport and it hasn't been 

good for us. Are we not already making money from our shares in AIAL? 

 

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

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

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

Support 
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the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

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

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

 

Local board priorities 

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

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu,Manurewa 

 

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

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 



#505 
 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

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

Very Important  

 

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

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Very Important 
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Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 

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

Very Important 

 

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

Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

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

I'm happy that Mangāre- Ōtāhuhu are investing in cycleways as I have moved here 

since the local elections. I was really disappointed with Manurewa's decision to reduce 

the importance of cycleways
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

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

Other 

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

More public transport, more reliable and frequent. Support climate adaptation by 

planting more green corridors and restoring wetlands to work as a sponge, not only 

stormwater infrastructure. Promote more forest/bushes and less grass/concrete. 

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

could pay less? 
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Fewer roads, less outdoor artificial infrastructure built and no more expansion towards 

South/North. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Cycleways if well planned are not the issue, and the same with raised Pedestrian 

crossings. The solution is fewer cars and more public transport. Focus on optimising 

train and bus frequency, and reviewing bus pathways which are usually long and 

useless (mostly outside the train structure) 

 

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

LONG TERM PLANNING! Modelling, and adapting this to everybody's needs equally. 

 

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

Building more roads to fit more cars, no more traffic lanes in neighbourhoods or far 

from CBD. No Isolated cycle lanes, these should connect between each or connect 

essential corridors, not random. 

 

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

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

I don't know 
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Tell us why: 

All these questions in this plan are incredibly biased, leading you to choose the option 

that whoever planned this is wanting us to choose. 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

All these questions in this plan are incredibly biased, leading you to choose the option 

that whoever planned this is wanting us to choose. 

 

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

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

All these questions in this plan are incredibly biased, leading you to choose the option 

that whoever planned this is wanting us to choose. 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Need to explore other options, too vague. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Need to explore other options, too vague. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

Support 
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the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

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

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

Many of these strategies can work together instead of isolated. All these questions in 

this plan are incredibly biased, leading you to choose the option that whoever planned 

this is wanting us to choose. 

 

Local board priorities 

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

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

2034? 

I support all priorities 
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Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

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

Very Important  

 

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

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

I don't know 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Fairly Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

It would be great to see a bit more detail, 

otherwise all sound beautiful in theory. A 

couple of paragraphs each, not pages long. 

Tell us why 

Vague. 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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  

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? 

Need to get transport resolved. We can't be a productive city and end up with traffic 

like Manila or Bail. It just won't work. 

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? 

More on roads, harbour crossing 

 

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

Need to be very careful about bike lanes. Will they be used? It seems that a lot are not 

 

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 
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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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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: 

Under utilised. 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Need some port 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

Support 
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increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

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

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

Need to collect more $$ in general to be honest. Just don't waste it though. 

 

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: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Improved public transport 

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

could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

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

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

I don't know 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

Do not support 

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

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

I don't know 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

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

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

 

Local board priorities 

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

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-
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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. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

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

Fairly Important  

 

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

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 
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Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Fairly Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Not Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

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

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

More recreational themes on current parks like hayman park 

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

could pay less? 

All less road humps 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Fuel is getting expensive these days . Public transports at times are difficult to get 

through depending on the weather 

 

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

I don't mind paying on children recreational centre 

 

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: 

Stadium is good  

Just keep up with the maintenance 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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 should be great in the current investment 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

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

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

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Keep the ownship lease the land.  And invest in other areas from the capital 

 

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: 

Invest so council can grow further 

 

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

Tell us here: 

No 

 

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

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

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

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

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

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

N0 

 

Local board priorities 

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

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

2034? 

I support all priorities 
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Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

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

Very Important  

 

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

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

I support the current plans 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

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

Nn



#  

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

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

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

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: 

It seems well thought out and planned well 

 

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

culture and arts - this is what makes Auckland great 

 

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

cycleways 

 

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

It has to meet the needs of the community to be successful 

 

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

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

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

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

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

It is important that we (Auckland) is in control of these assets and we don't get rid of 

our power to manage these assets 

 

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

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

to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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 

Support 
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the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

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

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

 

Local board priorities 

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

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

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. 

 

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 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

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

Very Important  

 

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

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Fairly Important 



#710 
 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Fairly Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

We need more culture/art based initiatives too 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

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

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do 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? 

Road safety 

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

could pay less? 

Beautifying unnecessary spaces 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Public transport should be made affordable & accessible 

 

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

Lowering public transport costs 

 

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: 

Already had enough money spent 

 

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

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

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

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 
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Tell us here: 

 

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

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

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

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

Do not support 
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increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

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

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

 

Local board priorities 

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

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

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. 

 

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 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

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

Very Important  

 

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

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Fairly Important 
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Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Fairly Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

Doable agreeable 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

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

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community 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? 

Fix roading and increase cycle ways 

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

could pay less? 

 



#735 
 

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? 

Cycleways 

 

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

Fancy pedestrian crossings 

 

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

It doesn’t impact me 

 

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

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

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

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

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

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

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 
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Tell us here: 

 

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

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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: 

It would increase the cost of logistics and drive a higher cost of goods for both import 

and export through Auckland 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

I don't know 
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increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

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

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

 

Local board priorities 

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

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

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. 

 

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 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

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

Not Important  

 

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

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Fairly Important 
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Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Fairly Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Not Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Would love to see more focus on cleaning up rubbish around our community, reducing 

the number of shops selling plastic rubbish and encouraging new quality businesses to 

the community



#  

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

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

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

No 

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

could pay less? 

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

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Cycleways don’t work in Mangere for our community.  It blocks local long term 

residential parking and is a hazard on rainy days when parents pick up children from 

school. 

 

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

Not sure 

 

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

Not sure 

 

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

It’s not a priority to housing crisis, homelessness and poverty. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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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I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

I don't know 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

I don't know 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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? 

No 

 

Local board priorities 

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

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 
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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. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

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

Very Important  

 

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

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 
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Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

No



#  

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

debt 

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

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

could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

No congestion charges - pushes costs on working families that can’t “decide” what 

time they drive to work and school 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

I don’t support stadium enhancement when south Auckland has far more pressing 

needs. 

 

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

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

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

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

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

I don’t support the sale of airport shares 

 

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? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

I dont agree that the ports should be transferred to council use without requiring the 

council to use it as public access place rather than leased out to the private sector 

developers to build elitist apartments 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

See above 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

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, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

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

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

 

Local board priorities 

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

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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

 

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. 
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Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

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

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

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

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

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development 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? 

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 
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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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 
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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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

I don't know 
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Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

I don't know 

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

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

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

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

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

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 



#979 
 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

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

Very Important  

 

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

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 
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Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

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

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

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

could pay less? 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

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

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

Support 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

Support 

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

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

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

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

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

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 
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Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

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

Very Important  

 

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

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

I don't know 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Fairly Important 
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Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Fairly Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

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

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development 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? 

Yes I think the Council need to increase it focus on Transport. I see this as the major 

degradation to the quality of life in 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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Yes I would like the council to reduce services in some areas. I suggest for example 

identify the two libraries and two swimming pools that are least used and just close 

them. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

As said in point 1c, transport is, I think, the top priority for the council. 

 

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

Build & widen more roads 

 

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,Other 

 

Tell us why: 

I would just close the whole facility. Overall to save money, the council needs to do 

less. 

 

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

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

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

Other 

 

Tell us why: 



#1177 
 

Just sell the shares. I do not think share investment is a core Council activity. 

 

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: 

I am happy the Council own the land long term. Running a port should not be part of 

the activities. 

 

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: 

If the Council insists on running a Port, then at least the rate payers should get the 

benefit of the profits. 

 

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

Tell us here: 

No comments 

 

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: 



#1177 
 

If the land is not needed as wharves, then they should be used for something else. 

Best sold off for private development. 

 

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

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

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

If the land is not needed as a terminal, then they should be used for something else. 

Best sold off for private development. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

Do not support 
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We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

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

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

No other feedback 

 

Local board priorities 

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

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

No 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: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

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

could pay less? 

Remove funding from the unaccountable, undemocratic council ideologues. We don't 

need thousands of speed humps, 30 km/h signs throughout Auckland, cycle paths that 

nobody uses. You have so far wasted $130 million. Also the green food waste bins. 
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The council had a trial and discovered 80% of residents didn't want them, so rolls them 

out across the whole of Auckland regardless. What a huge waste of money. Bi-lingual 

bus announcements really? another cost for something we don't need. Get a grip, and 

stop wasting money on foolish virtue signalling. 

 

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: 

 

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

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

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

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

Do not support 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

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, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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? 

Remove the Green "Food waste" targeted rate from the 80% of residents that don't 

want the service. 

Remove the targeted rate for the local swimming pool. To single out one form of 

exercise as worthy of a subsidy is nonsense. 

It is fair when the majority benefit from the service, but it is an abuse to use a targeted 

rate to subside a service for a minority, that could pay for it themselves. 

 

Local board priorities 

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

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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

 

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. 
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Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

2034? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

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

Not Important  
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Not Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Not Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

The Mangere Bridge cyclepaths are well 

used, however the Mangere side of the 

cycle network is a huge waste of money, 

hardly anyone uses it. 

Tell us why 

I support "explore how our community facilities and services are 

better used to reduce growing costs in maintaining these assets". 

But I don't support the rest. 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Taking back control of Council Controlled Organisations is long overdue. These 

unaccountable, undemocratic (the local community opposes a move but they 
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steamroller it through regardless) money wasting ideologues need to brought in hand. 

The CCOs make a mockery of local democratic government.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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  

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? 

Don’t increase rates as cost of living is so high. 

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? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I’m happy with what we have current. No more investing into raising pedestrian 

crossings. 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Other 

 

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

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

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

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

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

I do not support these proposals 

 

Local board priorities 

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

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 
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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. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

2034? 

I do not support any priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

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

Not Important  

 

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

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Not Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

Not Important 
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and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Not Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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? 

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: 

Prioritising more cycle paths will lower emissions, wear and tear of roads, and keep us 

healthier. Aim for more 

 

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

More on cycle ways, and ways to secure bikes that are used at places like train 

stations 

 

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: 

Stadiums are a massive money sink, at a time when we should be focusing on how to 

make Auckland suitable for future population, and not flood 

 

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

As long as the fund is responsible and diversified then in theory it is a good idea. How 

much I trust that... 
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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: 

Renting out the ownership encourages costs to be cut, and investments cancelled, 

leaving Auckland worse off 

 

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: 

Without the fund we are just waiting for climate change to ruin us. 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

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

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

Support 

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

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
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increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

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? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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

 

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. 
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Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

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

Not Important  
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Fairly Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

Mangere is in an area that has been identified as being at risk of higher temperatures 

with lower green coverage. Fixing this along with other climate change hardening is a 

priority 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

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

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development 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? 

helping low income households to dispose of rubbish more easily/cheaply to help 

prevent dumping and to do more to clean up current dumping and littering 

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

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

cycle ways and pedestrian crossings will be crusial to auckland in the future as more 

people make the use of private cars impractical 

 

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

 

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

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

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

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

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

Selling off an asset such as the airport seems short sighted 

 

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? 

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

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

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

it would be nice to have more waterfront spaces available for public use in the city. IT 

seems a shame to have most of the waterfront locked up in the port when there are 

many other ports and rail links in this country 

 

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: 



#1687 
 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

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

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

 

Local board priorities 

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

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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

 

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. 
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Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

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

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

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Fairly Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

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

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development 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? 

Communication 

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

could pay less? 

Less talk more action 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Agree with stopping cycle ways 

 

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

Public transport 

 

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

Cycle ways 

 

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Community needs first 

 

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

Sounds positive going forward 

 

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: 

Sounds positive 

 

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 planning 

 

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

Tell us here: 

Need action 

 

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

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

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

Leave Port operations as we need a way better plan and transparency if we are to 

utilize the two ports. 

 

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: 

Need certainty.  There is no plan whatsoever and therefore will cost more money for no 

plans 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

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

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

No 

 

Local board priorities 

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

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

2034? 

I support all priorities 
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Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

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

Very Important  

 

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

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

I don't know 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

I support all community initiatives 

Tell us why 

Good 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

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

No
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support 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? 

Cut down on bollards, cycle ways, annoying road works, to reduce traffic to one lane 

each way permanently.eg station Rd Otahuhu.waste of large road. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Sounds like common sense. 

 

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

 

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

Raised pedestrian crossings & cycle ways. ( as above) 

 

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

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

There was an interview on tv about this ( fair go? Or 7 pm tv 1?) 

 

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

Again another interview on tv. 

 

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: 

Another tv interview 

 

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

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

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

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

 

Local board priorities 

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

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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

 

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. 
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Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

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

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

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Fairly Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Fairly Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

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

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Increase wages. 

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

could pay less? 
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You get what you pay for. It's hard when most of your community aren't earning huge 

salaries and we can only afford what we can afford, end of the day, bread and butter 

on the table is the most important for the majority of our community. I suppose we 

should feel grateful. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

With the information given, points 1 and 2 make sense. Last point can be pushed to 

the side for now, not as important. 

 

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

Public transport, to pay drivers more. 

 

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

Raised pedestrian crossings. 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Don't live on the North Shore, don't feel I can speak for them. 

 

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

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

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

I don't know 
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Tell us why: 

Even after reading the above I don't feel I have enough understanding to give my 

opinion. 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

As above I don't have enough understanding to have an opinion. 

 

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: 

Other than the obvious, profits and dividends should go to shareholders if that's how it 

works, whatever's left over should go into the proposed Auckland Future Fund as the 

Port of Auckland is servicing within the Auckland City. 

 

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

Tell us here: 

No comment 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Can't comment. 
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5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

No comment 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

Do not support 

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

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

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

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

No comment 

 

Local board priorities 

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

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

2034? 

I support all priorities 
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Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

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

Very Important  

 

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

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

The above are all important to our 

community, who are mainly middle to low 

income earners. 

Tell us why 

I think it's important we get it right for the people that live in the Mangere/Otahuhu 

area.  Community consultation is important. Thank you. 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

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



#  

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

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

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

More checks on underground pipes and services. 

 

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: 

It makes a lot of sense. 

 

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

More traffic lights and road signs to direct the traffic. 

 

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

Less cycleways. 

 

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

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

How many Aucklanders will use this facility? 

 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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 sound decision. 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

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

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

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

If it is leased more funds could be used elsewhere for the ongoing development 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: 

There are many council services which would benefit from this proposal. 

 

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: 

People living in Auckland want to see public benefits by living here. 

 

 

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

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

More beneficial for Aucklanders. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

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

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

 

Local board priorities 

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

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

2034? 

I support all priorities 
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Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

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

Very Important  

 

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

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

Developments in Mangere are very 

welcome. 

Tell us why 

Excellent. 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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 Do more 

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? 

Public transport. More transport, more trains, build trams 

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: 

Getting around, without cars is crucial to the future 

 

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

Public transport, on surface trams or trains e.g. city centre to airport via mangere 

 

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

Roads 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

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

to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 
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Tell us here: 

 

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

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

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

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

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

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

I don't know 

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

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

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

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

 

Local board priorities 

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

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 
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restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

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

Not Important  

 

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

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 
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Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Fairly Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

Improve local environment, more trees on road, make it a nicer place to walk around. 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

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

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Stopping cycle lanes is good - should be done with consideration from cycling groups 

instead of random paths to nowhere 

 

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

 

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

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Nothing to do with me 

 

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

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

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

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

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

The airport is a important asset that shouldn’t be flogged off for short term gains 

 

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

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

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

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 
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Tell us here: 

 

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

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

Do not support 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

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

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

 

Local board priorities 

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

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do less 

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

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

could pay less? 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

privatise the operational management to a profit making entity 

 

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

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu,Ōtara-Papatoetoe 

 

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

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-
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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. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

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

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

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

Very Important  

 

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

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 
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Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

Ōtara-Papatoetoe Local Board Priorities 

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

I support all priorities 

 

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

 

Through grants, support community-led 

events and initiatives that create safe 

neighbourhoods and promoting active 

living, sustainable practices. 

 

Very Important 

Support activities to increase social 

cohesion, neighbourly connections, better 

Very Important 
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outreach to people from smaller ethnic 

groups and connect newer settlers to local 

services. 

 

Increase youth empowerment through 

supporting leadership and training 

programmes as well as prioritising youth 

engagement. 

 

Very Important 

Identify and promote ‘Play advocacy’ for 

local opportunities in projects that can 

provide spaces for play in places beyond 

playgrounds. 

 

Very Important 

Continue to support and look to increase 

environmental and sustainability projects to 

address climate change and environmental 

challenges through community-led projects 

and by working with mana whenua. 

 

Very Important 

Explore options for ways of delivering 

increased local economic outcomes for 

small to large businesses. 

Very Important 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Ōtara-Papatoetoe proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

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

Other 

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

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

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Cheaper public transport 

 

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

Adding "speed tables" at crossings and intersections. Essentially, DO NOT add speed 

bumps to controlled intersections. ESPECIALLY on main roads. 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

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

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

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

Selling shares and assets to free up capital is extremely short-sighted. 

 

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

I don't know 

 

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

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

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

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

I would be concerned if there is further harbour encroachment. 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

I would be concerned if there is further harbour encroachment. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

Support 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

I don't know 

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

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

I don't know 
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

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

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 
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restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

I don't know  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Fairly Important 
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Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

I don't know 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

I don't know 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

I don't know 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

The Auckland plan says, "regenerate our neighbourhoods in 

Takapuna, Northcote, Henderson, Avondale, 

Maungawhau, Panmure, Onehunga, Papatoetoe, 

Manukau, Pukekohe, Ormiston, city centre, 

waterfront and the port precinct". 

Why not Otahuhu? The Otahuhu main s 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Improve public transport networks so that public transport can be cheaper and efficient 

or even be free like in other countries. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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Keep the current speed limits. The ongoing speed limits reduction is a waste of money 

and another contributing factor to congestion. Slower speeds should just be focused at 

schools and have at least 50km/hr at any other places besides school zones. Slow 

speeds result to slow traffic, increased time for goods and services resulting in high 

costs for business. Slow traffic also result in drivers reverting to mobile phones using 

while driving causing accidents. With the current increase in High Safety Rate cars, 

efficient braking distance, lane assist etc we shouldn't be wasting time and resources 

reducing speed limits. 50km for city centre and business hubs, 60km,/hr for residential 

areas, 80km/hr for open and country roads and 120km/hr for motorways will help 

reduce congestion and reduce costs for business as good and services will be 

delivered quicker. Short traveling time means more concentration on the road and less 

accidents. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

The most important factors that lures commuters into using public transport are 

~reliability  

~affordability and  

~efficiency  

With affordability at the top, there should be a huge difference between the fuel costs 

for using private transport compared with using public transport. That is what 

commuters look at and the government should look at a tax that is dedicated to 

supplying a reliable and efficient public transport system. Once set up it can be free for 

every resident and sustained by tax funds.  

 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 
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3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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: 

 



#2073 
 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Howick,Māngere-Ōtāhuhu,Manurewa,Ōtara-Papatoetoe,Papakura 
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Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Support the development of community led 

resilience networks in our area, so our 

community and organisations will know who 

does what, where to get information and 

how to help, including in emergencies. 

 

Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 

contamination and sedimentation through 

methods such as re-naturalisation, or 

daylighting. 

 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 

options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

other shared experiences in our public 

spaces for all. 

 

Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

 

Tell us why 
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7c. What do you think of the Hibiscus and Bays proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

Howick Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Howick in 2024/2025? 

Not Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Review and refresh the Howick Heritage 

Plan. 

Not Important 

Review and refresh the Howick Tourism 

Plan. 

Not Important 

Encourage community groups to adopt a 

reserve, park, or waterway etc, and provide 

for restoration and maintenance activities 

with council support. 

Very Important 

Rescope the Industrial Pollution Prevention 

Programme (which educates and informs 

industry about the impacts they may have 

on local waterways) to broaden its outreach 

and include all businesses. 

 

Fairly Important 

Develop a community-led climate action 

plan. 

 

Fairly Important 

Explore the development of a Howick Ward 

‘business collective’, or other group, to 

provide support for small business owners 

outside of the established Business 

Improvement Districts. This work may lead 
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to establishing a new business association 

and possible new Business Improvement 

District (BID) programme. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Howick proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 
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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. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

Very Important 
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and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Fairly Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

Very Important 

 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support activities that include 

older people and foster their community 

Not Important 
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participation with a specific focus on 

reaching older migrants. 

Invest in community led projects and 

initiatives that respond to social connection 

and cohesion, build climate resilience and 

contribute to climate action. 

Not Important 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 

ensure our open space and sports field 

network meets the demands of our diverse 

communities. 

Not Important 

Identify options for recreational activities to 

support people of all ages and abilities 

being casually active. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate community lease options to 

support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 

cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

Not Important 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 

programme to nurture creative expression 

with a focus on supporting Māori and 

Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 

2024-2034? 

 

Ōtara-Papatoetoe Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōtara-Papatoetoe in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Through grants, support community-led 

events and initiatives that create safe 

neighbourhoods and promoting active 

living, sustainable practices. 

 

Fairly Important 

Support activities to increase social 

cohesion, neighbourly connections, better 

outreach to people from smaller ethnic 

groups and connect newer settlers to local 

services. 

 

Fairly Important 

Increase youth empowerment through 

supporting leadership and training 

programmes as well as prioritising youth 

engagement. 

 

Very Important 

Identify and promote ‘Play advocacy’ for 

local opportunities in projects that can 

provide spaces for play in places beyond 

playgrounds. 

 

Very Important 

Continue to support and look to increase 

environmental and sustainability projects to 

address climate change and environmental 

challenges through community-led projects 

and by working with mana whenua. 

 

Very Important 

Explore options for ways of delivering 

increased local economic outcomes for 

small to large businesses. 

Not Important 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Ōtara-Papatoetoe proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 
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Papakura Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Papakura in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

We know you value the community being 

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. 

Very Important 

We will continue to support Māori-led 

initiatives and aspirations with Mātauranga 

Māori (Māori knowledge), including the 

Māori 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. 

Fairly Important 

We have recently been working on 

enhancements to the Te Koiwi Reserve 

pond and are looking at further work that 

can be done in this area. 

Very Important 

We will continue to support the Takanini 

Business Association in their Business 

Improvement District (BID) establishment. 

Very Important 

Papakura has a talented and culturally rich 

community, and we will continue to 

showcase this through the community arts 

programme. 

Very Important 

 

Tell us why 
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7c. What do you think of the Papakura proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 

2024-2034? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



Country Region Highway Rural Urban SpeedUnit 

Albania 
Rest of 
Europe 

90-110 80 40 kph 

Algeria Africa 120 80 50 kph 

Andorra 
Rest of 
Europe 

NA 90 50 kph 

Angola Africa 120 100 60 kph 

Anguilla Caribbean N/A 30 20 MPH 

Antigua Caribbean n/a 40 20 mph 

Argentina 
South 
America 

120-130 110 40-60 kph 

Aruba Caribbean 80 60 30 kph 

Australia Oceania 100-130 100 50 kph 

Austria Europe 130 100 50 kph 

Azerbaijan 
Rest of 
Europe 

110 90 60 kph 

Bahamas Caribbean n/a 80 32 kph 

Bahrain Middle East 120 60 80-100 kph 

Bangladesh South Asia 80 30 25 KPH 

Barbados Caribbean 50 37 20 mph 
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Belarus 
Rest of 
Europe 

120 90 60 kph 

Belgium Europe 120 90 20-30 kph 

Belize 
Central 
America 

90 60 40 kph 

Bolivia 
South 
America 

80 70 50 kph 

Bonaire Caribbean n/a 60 40 kph 

Bosnia and 
Herzegovina 

Rest of 
Europe 

120 80 60 kph 

Botswana Africa 120 60-100 30 kph 

Brazil 
South 
America 

80-110 60-80 30 - 60 kph 

Bulgaria Europe 140 90 50 kph 

Cambodia 
Southeast 
Asia 

120 80 40 kph 

Cameroon Africa 100 100 60 kph 

Canada 
North 
America 

100-120 80 50 kph 

Canary Islands Europe 120 100 50 kph 

Cayman Islands Caribbean 80 40 25-30 MPH 
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Chile 
South 
America 

100-120 100 50 kph 

China East Asia 80-120 100 40 kph 

Colombia 
South 
America 

100 80 60 kph 

Congo Africa 110 110 69 kph 

Costa Rica 
Central 
America 

80-100 80 40-60 kph 

Croatia Europe 110-130 80 50 kph 

Curacao Caribbean n/a 80 50 kph 

Cyprus Europe 100 60-80 50 kph 

Czech Republic Europe 130 90 50 kph 

Denmark Europe 110-130 80 50 kph 

Dominica Caribbean 80 50 50 kph 

Dominican Republic Caribbean 120 80 40 kph 

Ecuador 
South 
America 

110 90 50 kph 

Egypt Africa 100 90 50 kph 

El Salvador 
Central 
America 

90 90 50 kph 
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Estonia Europe 110 90 50 kph 

Faroe Islands Europe N/A 80 50 kph 

Fiji Oceania N/A 80 50 kph 

Finland Europe 120 
80 or 
100 

50 kph 

France Europe 110-130 80 50 kph 

Gabon Africa 110 110 60 kph 

Georgia Europe 110 80 60 KPH 

Germany Europe 130 100 50 kph 

Ghana Africa 100 80 30-50 KPH 

Gibraltar Europe N/A 50 50 kph 

Greece Europe 110-130 110 50 kph 

Greenland 
North 
America 

60 60 40 kph 

Grenada Caribbean N/A N/A N/A kph 

Guadeloupe Caribbean 110 80 50 kph 

Guam Oceania n/a 35 15-25 mph 

Guatemala 
Central 
America 

110 80 50 kph 
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Guernsey 
Rest of 
Europe 

n/a 35 25 mph 

Haiti Caribbean NA 50 50 kph 

Holland Europe 100 80 50 kph 

Honduras 
Central 
America 

80 80 40 kph 

Hong Kong East Asia 80-110 70 50 kph 

Hungary Europe 110-130 90 50 kph 

Ibiza Europe 120 90 50 kph 

Ibiza Europe 120 90 50 kph 

Iceland Europe 90 80 50 kph 

India South Asia 100-120 80 50 kph 

Indonesia 
Southeast 
Asia 

100 80 50 kph 

Ireland Europe 120 100 50 kph 

Isle Of Man 
Rest of 
Europe 

N/A N/A N/A mph 

Israel Middle East 110 80-90 50 kph 

Italy Europe 130 90 50 kph 

Jamaica Caribbean 110 80 50 kph 
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Japan East Asia 100 80 30-50 kph 

Jersey 
Rest of 
Europe 

n/a 40 40 mph 

Jordan Middle East 120 80 60 kph 

Kazakhstan Asia 110 90 20-60 kph 

Kenya Africa 110 110 50 kph 

Kosovo 
Rest of 
Europe 

130 80 50 kph 

Kuwait Middle East 120 50-80 45 kph 

Lanzarote Europe 120 90 50 kph 

Latvia Europe 90-100 90 50 kph 

Lebanon Middle East n/a 100 50 kph 

Lesotho Africa 100 80 50 kph 

Liechtenstein Europe 120 80 50 kph 

Lithuania Europe 110-130 90 50 kph 

Luxembourg Europe 130 90 50 kph 

Macedonia 
Rest of 
Europe 

130 80 50 kph 

Madagascar Africa n/a 60-70 50 kph 

#2073



Malawi Africa 120 80 60 kph 

Malaysia 
Southeast 
Asia 

110 90 60 kph 

Mali Africa 100 100 40-60 kph 

Mallorca Europe 120 80 50 kph 

Mallorca Europe 120 90 50 kph 

Malta Europe n/a 60 50 kph 

Martinique Caribbean 110 90 50 kph 

Mauritius Africa 100 80 40 kph 

Mexico 
North 
America 

100-120 90 30-70 kph 

Moldova 
Rest of 
Europe 

110 80 50 kph 

Montenegro 
Rest of 
Europe 

100 80 50 kph 

Morocco Africa 90-100 100 60 kph 

Mozambique Africa 120 80 60 kph 

Namibia Africa 120 80-120 60 kph 

Netherlands Europe 100 80 50 kph 

New Caledonia Oceania 110 50 30 kph 
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New Zealand Oceania 100-110 100 50 kph 

Nicaragua 
Central 
America 

100 60 45 kph 

Nigeria Africa 120 80 40 kph 

Northern Ireland Europe 70 60 30 mph 

Norway Europe 90-100 80 50 kph 

Oman Middle East 120 90 40-80 kph 

Pakistan South Asia 120 50 80-100 kph 

Panama 
Central 
America 

n/a 80 50 kph 

Papua New Guinea Oceania 75 75 60 kph 

Paraguay 
South 
America 

110 50 80 kph 

Peru 
South 
America 

100 90 50 kph 

Philippines 
Southeast 
Asia 

100 50 30 kph 

Poland Europe 120-140 90 50 kph 

Portugal Europe 120 90 50 kph 

Puerto Rico Caribbean 55-65 45 25 mph 
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Qatar Middle East 120 100 60 kph 

Reunion Caribbean 110 90 50 kph 

Romania Europe 130 90 50 kph 

Russia 
Rest of 
Europe 

110 90-110 60 kph 

Saint Lucia Caribbean NA 80 50 kph 

Samoa Oceania 55 55 40 kph 

Saudi Arabia Middle East 120-125 80 45 kph 

Scotland Europe 70 60 30 mph 

Senegal Africa n/a 90 50 kph 

Serbia 
Rest of 
Europe 

100-120 80 50 kph 

Seychelles Africa 80 65 40 kph 

Sicily Europe 110-130 90 50 kph 

Singapore 
Southeast 
Asia 

90 70 50 kph 

Slovakia Europe 90-130 90 50 kph 

Slovenia Europe 110-130 90 50 kph 

South Africa Africa 120 100 60 kph 
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South Korea East Asia 80-120 80 60 kph 

Spain Europe 120 90 50 kph 

Sri Lanka South Asia 100 70 50 kph 

St Lucia Caribbean n/a 80 50 kph 

St Maarten Caribbean 80 60 40 kph 

St Vincent and the 
Grenadines 

Caribbean n/a Variable 32 kph 

Swaziland Africa 120 80 60 kph 

Sweden Europe 110-120 90 50 kph 

Switzerland Europe 100-120 50 30 kph 

Syria Middle East 100 100 40 kph 

Taiwan East Asia 100-110 80 40 kph 

Tanzania Africa 80 80 60 kph 

Tasmania Australasia 110 100 50 kph 

Tenerife Europe 120 100 50 kph 

Tenerife Europe 120 90 50 kph 

Thailand 
Southeast 
Asia 

120 90 50 kph 
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Togo Africa 110 50 30 kph 

Trinidad and Tobago Caribbean 110 80 55 kph 

Tunisia Africa 110 90 50 kph 

Turkey 
Rest of 
Europe 

120 90 50 kph 

UAE Middle East 100-140 120 80 kph 

Uganda Africa 100 80 50 kph 

UK Europe 70 60 30 mph 

England Europe 70 60 30 mph 

Ukraine 
Rest of 
Europe 

110-130 90 50 kph 

Uruguay 
South 
America 

90-110 90 45 kph 

USA 
North 
America 

97-129 variable variable mph 

Vanuatu Oceania N/A 80 50 km/h 

Venezuela 
South 
America 

120 80 60 kph 

Vietnam 
Southeast 
Asia 

60-80 40-60 30-40 kph 

Wales Europe 50-70 60 30 mph 
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Yemen Middle East 100 100 35 kph 

Zambia Africa 100 100 50-60 kph 

Zimbabwe Africa 120    
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#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community 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? 

Continue light rail to mt roskil, Māngere and the airport. We need infrastructure to 

service our wider communities. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Light rail to Māngere and the airport. Don’t cancel this project.  

Rail and all public transport also needs to be more  affordable. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

Support 
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increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

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. 

 

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 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Very Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Fairly Important 
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Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

No, 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Spend less on bureaucracy and contractors for preliminary projects 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Instead of issuing passes for public transport that come at a cost, Sydney has 

introduced a system where you can pay all public transport: Train, Ferry’s Buses with 

your eftpos card. You tap in and out. Easy and accessible, no extra cards and software 

systems needed. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Round the clock roadworks on major highways so that projects are finished a lot 

quicker. Looking at Europe where roadworks are done so efficiently and effectively, NZ 

is far behind. Roadworks can be done a lot faster if the workforce is prepared to do 

shift work. 

 

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: 

Redevelopment to ensure more people and a growing demographic can benefit would 

be ideal. However funding needs to be looked at from a perspective where over 

spending isn’t necessary but smarter allocation and use of budget 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)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 



#2152 
 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Invest in a better run operations at port. Reducing backlog and planning and preparing 

for greater influx of cargo ships to ensure quicker turnaround. 

 

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: 

As Auckland has already struggled with influx of cargo ships, we can’t risk reducing 

these operations as businesses will suffer. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

As above 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

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. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

Support 
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the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

Other 
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Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Not Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

Otahuhu needs playgrounds and centers to 

connect and get together. It also needs 

some new shops like an op-shop and some 

nice healthy eateries. It has very limited 

options and the centre of Otahuhu is 

unappealing. It does not need climate 

actions and the 

Tell us why 

As above 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 

Drop the climate focussed agenda and spend that money on key issues as good 

infrastructure to relieve bottlenecks and safe playgrounds and nice walkways for 

families to enjoy. Employment opportunities in lower decile areas etc



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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 less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

We have a growing number of indoor spots in our Auckland central area and not 

enough indoor courts to hire throughout the year. 

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: 

More people using reliable and efficient public transportation, means less congestion 

and pollution 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 

group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 

to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

Support 
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increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

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. 

 

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 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Very Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Very Important 
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Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

Important 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation 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? 

Partner with corporations/businesses for more shared responsibilities for cleaning up 

their mess instead of rate payers footing the bill. e.g. KFC, MacDonald's et al should 

pay more for cleaning up all the litter they generate. Companies that have "accidents" 

that pollute the city should have to pay more hefty fines. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

We should fix and improve what we already have and finish what's already in 

production before starting new projects. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Speed reduction in areas where many children play and cross the road 

unaccompanied 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

creating more bus lanes 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

It's not living up to its full potential 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 
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The fund should have to hold a minimum % of AIAL shares (e.g. 5%) 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

a % to fund council services and % for AFF (e.g. 75%/25%) 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

It's currently like having a diamond ring but half the diamonds are bits of coal. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

Why have the best part of the city spoiled with industrial **********? 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

Support 
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2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support most priorities 
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Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Fairly Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Fairly Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

We need more green spaces to compliment the increased high density housing. 

There is a terrible litter problem, especially around the Manukau Harbour. More needs 

to be done to educate and support community to do better to help keep our area clean 

and beau 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

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? 

Increase payment for workers 

Less dept please 

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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 



#2201 
 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

I don't know 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 
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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? 

Ōtara-Papatoetoe 

 

Ōtara-Papatoetoe Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōtara-Papatoetoe in 2024/2025? 

I don't know 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Through grants, support community-led 

events and initiatives that create safe 

neighbourhoods and promoting active 

living, sustainable practices. 

 

Very Important 

Support activities to increase social 

cohesion, neighbourly connections, better 

outreach to people from smaller ethnic 

groups and connect newer settlers to local 

services. 

 

I don't know 

Increase youth empowerment through 

supporting leadership and training 

programmes as well as prioritising youth 

engagement. 

 

Very Important 
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Identify and promote ‘Play advocacy’ for 

local opportunities in projects that can 

provide spaces for play in places beyond 

playgrounds. 

 

Very Important 

Continue to support and look to increase 

environmental and sustainability projects to 

address climate change and environmental 

challenges through community-led projects 

and by working with mana whenua. 

 

Fairly Important 

Explore options for ways of delivering 

increased local economic outcomes for 

small to large businesses. 

I don't know 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Ōtara-Papatoetoe proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Give workers more payment they deserve  

Decrease debt and tax please 

Improve south Auckland please



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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 As proposed 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Infringement cameras at traffic lights, especially in South Auckland 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

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 

Do not support 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 
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Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Not Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Fairly Important 



#2225 
 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Not Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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? 

everything 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Hands off my money 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

no 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

everything 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Sell it to highest bidder 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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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Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Sell it to highest bidder 

 

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: 

Lower rates 

 

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: 

Sell to highest bidder 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

sell to highest bidder 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Stop taking my money 

 

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: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support 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)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

Support 
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for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Other 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 
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Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 
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Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Fairly Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do 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? 

NONE 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

BIKE LANE 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

Do not support 



#2324 
 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Not Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Not Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Not Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Not Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 
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7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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? 

The council is making living in Auckland so expensive, this will eventually lead good 

qualified people to leave New Zealand altogether. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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Council should acquire profitable businesses and use profits from there to develop 

Auckland. Why only concentrate on increasing the rates? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Look at the amount waisted building cycle way, complete waste of tax payers money to 

benefit not even 1% of population 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Council should hire third party companies to run the affairs as most of the council 

departments lack expertise 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Get rid of highly paid executives and hire more doers 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

Don’t waste money 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 
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Sell Auckland Airport 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Sell them 

 

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: 

Use the investment to improve public transport 

 

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? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
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increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 

group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 

to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

Support 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 
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address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Not Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 
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Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Nothing 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Lower Rates, as it has become to a drowning point 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Traffic Management has become a Milking ground 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

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. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Do not support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-
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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. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Very Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Fairly Important 
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Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Fairly Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support 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? 

Complete upgrade of utilities like water, garbage collection and public transport. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

No iextra investment in stadiums  arts  entertainment - leave this to private enterprise. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Return to basics at less cost. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Extend train & ferry coverage of Auckland 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Rapid transport , buses. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

More use by locals 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

Retain investment as is. Spend annual return from investment 
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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: 

More control if retaining operational ownership 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Funds needed to update current utilities. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

Bring rail back to the port to lessen truck movements 

 

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: 

Helps retain profitibility of port operations. No cost to to redevelop elsewhere 

 

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: 

See above 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

 

 

Investing in the maintenance and renewal 

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 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Not Important  
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Fairly Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

Improved parks improve citizens health 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Other 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do 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? 

Don't kill us 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Don't kill us 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Don't kill us 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Don't kill us 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Don't kill us 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Don't kill us 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

Don't kill us 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Don't kill us 

 

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: 

Don't kill us 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

Don't kill us 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Don't kill us 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 
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Don't kill us 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Other 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Other 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

 



#2648 
 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Don't kill us 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Don't kill us



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Do twice a yearly inorganic collections so that council can make some money 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

It should be same as Labour's plan. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

There should be more taxes 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Council treats and higher pays should he reduced.size of council should be used. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

It is perfect for now. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 

This will generate funding for council 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

Local residential drains should be flushed out at twice a year 

 

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? 

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, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Charge business more for more waste  water and pollution 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 
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Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Very Important  
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

Could reduce some as it's not the right time for it 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

No



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development 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? 

None, save money. People are on tight  budget. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Less expenses in bike lanes and expensive unnecessary leisure amenities. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Not much people using it. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No, its recession.  People are on tight budget already. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Less on Leisure amenities expenses. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

We dont want to spend anymore. Budget is tight. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 
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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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

None 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

I don't know 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

I don't know 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

Do not 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? 

None 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 
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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. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Not Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 
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Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Fairly Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Raising rates is very untimely as people are already on a tight budget especially during 

this very high inflation going on.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

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)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 

group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 

to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

Support 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

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: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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? 

No, cut down on wasteful spending, reduce the numbers of staff on 6 figure salaries, 

practice lean 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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Traffic Managment- Raised pedestrian crossings are a wastefulness spending. Most 

can’t support a reckless council bleeding dry the rate payers of their hard earned non 

existent funds. I’m receiving the same services from 20 years ago and paying ten 

times more. Explain this. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Stop wasteful spending.  Council need to understand that the money that they are 

spending is not there personal spending account that they a keep on raising rates will 

not be tolerated. The Title holders of land have no contract with the council an 

therefore are not require as a living being to pay them. But as a legal person are 

required to do so. be aware of this! Happy to contribute, not happy to go broke over 

300% increase in the last 20 years. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Yes, invest in wise investments that will provide dividends to pay for council debt. Look 

into how the Singapore government funds are run.  

 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Staff and wages - implementation of lean management practices, not bloated 

bureaucracy that fails to deliver. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Poor delivery of KPI 
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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: 

Keep the return’s coming in 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Both 

 

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. 



#2816 
 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

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 
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Continue to support, deliver and fund 

initiatives that contribute to positive youth 

development. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 

on crime prevention, safer communities and 

injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 

older people and foster their community 

participation with a specific focus on 

reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 

initiatives that respond to social connection 

and cohesion, build climate resilience and 

contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 

ensure our open space and sports field 

network meets the demands of our diverse 

communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 

support people of all ages and abilities 

being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 

support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 

cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 

programme to nurture creative expression 

with a focus on supporting Māori and 

Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 

2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 
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Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 

2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 

 

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 Tāmaki 

Estuary Environmental Forum and 

Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Not 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 
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growth, development and liveliness of town 

centres, including assisting Onehunga 

Business Associations proposed BID 

expansion. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

Support 

 

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? 

 

Tell us why 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Other 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

No - do more with less! 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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I would like to see pay cuts for executives, more accountability for public spending, 

reduce overall costs by making internal cuts and process efficiencies across all areas 

of Council. Homeowners should be personally responsible for damage caused by 

emergency events - immediately halt all categorisation buy outs and navigation 

services and emergency related spending. This is the responsibility of the individual 

and their insurer not the tax payers or rate payers 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

None of the money spent so far has improved traffic or public transport at all. None of 

the proposal will actually provide decent public transport in areas that need it or reduce 

traffic. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Spend nothing on cycle lanes - the ones we have aren’t used. Spent nothing on 

bilingual signage and speed reductions. Stop removing car parking. Spend less overall 

on Councils operating budget. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Sell it and cease all spending. Put money from the sale into reducing traffic. 
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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? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Any profits should go straight into reducing traffic and better public transport. 

 

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: 

As above. Use funds for what the people actually need - to be able to move around the 

city. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 
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Tell us why: 

Our city is centre is in a very sad state and has been for almost ten years now.  Putting 

more spaces in is useless if you can’t travel into the city due to traffic. There are far 

bigger priorities to spend money on right now. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

Do not support 
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We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki 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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 
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I do not support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Not Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Not Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Not Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

Otahuhu has a major rubbish problem. You 

are focussing on totally the wrong things, 

other than anti social behaviour 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

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? 

Accountability from Employees and Contractors hired by the Council to look after 

Parks and Public Spaces. At present there is no accountability for these people 

whether they do any work or not. It is not unusual to these Council vans parked up for 
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several hours of the day with the occupants either falling asleep in the vehicle or on 

their mobile phones for hours on end. This obviously at the Rate Payers expense. 

Rates Increase?? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Cyclists using Public roads should be paying Road Users Fees same as Motor Vehicle 

Users. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Speed Bumps. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

Do not support 
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increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

No 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

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. 

 

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 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation 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? 

I feel council spends our money without efficiency. Could nail itself has way too many 

staff . 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Less of this advertising nonsense just to look good.Take a careful look at t he council 

spe nding and costs. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Not interested .o 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

N 

 

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? 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
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reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

I don't think my opinion will make any difference 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 

I think this is another huge waste of our rates money 

It is just an exercise to say you have cons ulted the public but I don't believe it will 

make any difference



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Stop the nonsensical reduction of roads and the disproportionate spend on public 

transport and cycle lanes. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Roads and maintenance, for private vehicles, which are clearly not disappearing from 

roads anytime soon 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Public transport  

Cycle lanes  

Things that only a fraction of the population use 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

We need more public space but it MUST be retained and managed by council or sold 

on the open market 

 

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: 

We need more public space but it MUST be retained and managed by council or sold 

on the open market 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 



#3011 
 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Not Important  
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Fairly Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Not Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

No 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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Further reduction that is much less than "pay less, get less" in all areas except for 

water. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I don't use public transport at all because it's not good enough to meet the needs of 

our whanau and lifestyle right now. There are less people on the roads now that most 

of Auckland can work from home. So im not interested in paying more for transport 

when the cost of living is ridiculously high. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No. Not for transport 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Reducing transport to less than "pay less, get less" 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

I don't care about that stadium. It's not of any benefit to me 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 
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Tell us why: 

How much will that cost to create the future fund? No I don't agree 

 

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: 

Hold ownership of the port land 

 

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: 

Use the money to provide basic need services to auckland 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

Support 
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the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I do not support any priorities 
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Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Not Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Not Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

I don't know 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Not Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

Not of value at all 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

More bike lanes but not gold plated. More connected bike lanes with kerbing to 

separate bikes from general traffic. 

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? 

Bike lanes with kerbing 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Pedestrian crossings 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

I don't know 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-
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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. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Not Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Not Important 
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Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Not Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

I don't know 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Everyone is struggling mortgage interests rates now this poverty increases crime, we 

have to cut back keep what we have even cut back on roads 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Families cannot sustain increases this is ridiculous during this time. ********** looking 

flash in the city look after our environment and people. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No if its going to cost households more money 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

All the ridiculous barriers on our roads for cyclists it’s an unnecessary spend when 

cyclists don’t pay for our roads like all vehicles do, they should pay taxes for road 

upgrades and registration for there bikes. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

We cannot afford it? It’s not important 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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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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: 

To help with maintenance 

 

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: 

Give dividends back to the rate payers or sustainable growth teaching our children to 

learn how to compost, smarter with better our rubbish habits that’s a huge problem and 

one we can look on reducing waste with our children and it’s better for our environment 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

The absorptive increases with cause mortgagee sales 

 

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) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 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, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Other 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do 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? 

None it's too much already u think money is on the tree. 

Cut council staff pays meanly the one ones paid 120k plus. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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None it's too much already u think money is on the tree. 

Leave things as it. Shorten your staff. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

It's too much much on everything. This is not were you make money or run your 

council ministry. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

None 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

The new scrap bin.. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

This things should generally generate their own income 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 
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Let some run it because you can't do it. And always ask money from rates payer. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

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: 

Council should not increase rates and look on getting money by their investment. 

 

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? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

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). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

None keep it lower with no increase in rates 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 
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Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I do not support any priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Not Important  
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Not Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

I don't know 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Not Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Some areas like Manurewa, Panmure and Glen Innes have a huge issue with roaming 

dogs. As a dog owner and a mom, this is very concerning and worrying. I propose 

collecting any roaming dog and if owners want them back they need to pay a fine. No 
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more wornings issued. If it happens once, the owner will be able to pay anyways, if it 

happens many times then the owner are obviously not responsible enough to own a 

dog. This way dog management needs to come out less often to the streets and we 

ould raise money at the same time by increasing collection money. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Cycleways and the future and extremely environmentally friendly, we need to work on 

those. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

N9 need for dynamic lanes 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

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. 

Do not support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

Do not support 
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we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

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? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 
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address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

I would pay more for better roads and public transport. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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Less money spent on Cycleways that rarely get used and take up space for roads that 

do get used. 

 

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? 

Fixing roads that don’t need need to be fixed when there are plenty that do. 

Unnecessary traffic management. Labour doing not much. Inefficiencies. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

None. There are other more important issues like water, transport, hospitals that 

should be prioritised over stadium redevelopment. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

I don't know 
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the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

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. 

 

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 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Not Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Fairly Important 
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Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Fairly Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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 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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

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: 

 



#3285 
 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 



#3285 
 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu,Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-
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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. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Fairly Important 
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Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Fairly Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Not Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 

on crime prevention, safer communities and 

injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 

older people and foster their community 

participation with a specific focus on 

reaching older migrants. 
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Invest in community led projects and 

initiatives that respond to social connection 

and cohesion, build climate resilience and 

contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 

ensure our open space and sports field 

network meets the demands of our diverse 

communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 

support people of all ages and abilities 

being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 

support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 

cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 

programme to nurture creative expression 

with a focus on supporting Māori and 

Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 

2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 

2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 



#3285 
 

Support community groups and community-

led activities by continuing to provide local 

community grants. 

Fairly 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. 

Not Important 

Empowering community groups and 

organisations to deliver community events 

through sustainable funding models. 

Not Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 

neighbouring local boards to protect and 

restore our waterways through Tāmaki 

Estuary Environmental Forum and 

Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Not 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 

Business Associations proposed BID 

expansion. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 
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Support 

 

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? 

 

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: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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 As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

No 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

No more bike lanes bus lanes 
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All forms of transportation shouldn’t have priority over the other 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Speed bums, crossings, bus lanes and bike lanes are a complete waste of money!  

This increases frustration when you have a queue of cars and an empty unused bike 

lane?! Same goes with bus lanes! And then you’re monitoring and issuing fines to 

motorists that use bus lanes but that’s because is these lanes are not used where as 

majority are queued into 1 lane because of these stupid bike lanes 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

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? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 
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Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important  
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Not Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

Rather than building a playground and spending ratepayers funds on unnecessary 

things, how about a train station in Mangere? Why was this initiative pulled? When so 

much money is spent on bus lanes, bike lanes, speed bumps and all this other 

nonsense. 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

n/a 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

n/a 



#3380 
 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I dont see any improvement on traffic so far, whereas at least I notice my street entire 

surface asphalt  had replaced for 3-4 time during past ten years. The condition of old 

asphalt was no problem at all. I consider that was waste of money completely . If 

possible I want see the proposal of spending for my local area. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Stop crime or schools 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Road, 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

Condition is good enough for its purpose. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

I support option two, keep unchanged and improve finance performance. 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

I prefer lease it out, and let other entities to run rather than council as long as council 

remain ownership. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Option 1 seems less expensive 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

N/a 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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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) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

N/a 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu,Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I do not support most priorities 
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Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

I don't know  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

I don't know 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

Transportation 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 
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Manurewa Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 

on crime prevention, safer communities and 

injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 

older people and foster their community 

participation with a specific focus on 

reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 

initiatives that respond to social connection 

and cohesion, build climate resilience and 

contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 

ensure our open space and sports field 

network meets the demands of our diverse 

communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 

support people of all ages and abilities 

being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 

support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 

cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 

programme to nurture creative expression 

with a focus on supporting Māori and 

Pacific creative arts. 
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Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 

2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 

2024/2025? 

Not Important 

 

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. 

Not 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. 

Fairly 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 Tāmaki 

Estuary Environmental Forum and 

Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Fairly 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 

Not Important 
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(environmental volunteer grants) and 

Songbird programmes (community pest 

control and biodiversity initiative). 

Support business associations to continue 

supporting local businesses and ongoing 

growth, development and liveliness of town 

centres, including assisting Onehunga 

Business Associations proposed BID 

expansion. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

Support 

 

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? 

 

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: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

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? 

roading 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

bus expenditure 



#3414 
 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

I don't know 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 
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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? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Not Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Fairly Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Not Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 
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7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

Support 
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programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

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? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 
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address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Fairly Important 
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Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Fairly Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
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Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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  

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? 

we pay for the council  Council does not pay us We pay the rates, bus  & train ticket 

We pay for car registration, fines  why does not council provide free transport  as we 

pay taxes refer to the IRD rates  taxes 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Yes   if people have more than one house the council can charge 7.5% rates for their 

first house  2 nd house 3.5 %3rd house  8.% and  3.5 per cents afterthat. This will 

bring down the landlord market and improve the owner ship in housing 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

You increase the rates,,  bus, and train,  ticket, car fuel, and car registration  but who 

benefits is the cyclist 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

remove your cycle lanes as this will help traffic follow  easily   as what does cyclist pat 

for besides blocking the traffic and abusing us 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

we can save on petrol  as Motorcycles and scooters  pay tax why not cyclist 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Other 

 

Tell us why: 

You need to have more events and get your money back 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Other 
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Tell us why: 

You can sell the shares when it is high and buy it back when it is low   The diviend will 

help you 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

You can own 51% of shares like other ports and list it in the share market 

 

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: 

Use it to improve ports of Auckland & auckland 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

Copy other ports  how they have listed it on NZX 

 

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: 

Port  helps the country in tourism their ship   and import and exports   
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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: 

Port  helps the country in tourism their ship   and import and exports   

 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

Do not support 
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We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Oil prices have drop so do not charge us the fuel tax 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 
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Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 

2024/2025? 

I don't know 

 

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. 

I don't know 

Building the capacity and capability of local 

community and sporting groups towards 

long-term sustainable funding models and 

independence through our strategic 

partnerships programme. 

I don't know 

Empowering community groups and 

organisations to deliver community events 

through sustainable funding models. 

I don't know 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 

neighbouring local boards to protect and 

restore our waterways through Tāmaki 

Estuary Environmental Forum and 

Manukau Harbour Forum. 

I don't know 

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 
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Business Associations proposed BID 

expansion. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

I don't know 

 

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? 

 

Tell us why 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

NA
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Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Get the city moving by cycle ways, space for scooter, motorbikes and foot traffic; not 

more roads for cars 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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Start performing and stop the politics to get re-elected. Spend money wisely. It is the 

biggest Council in the country with the biggest population and budget. Stop getting the 

rate payer to cover your own inefficiencies 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Get the city moving by cycle ways, space for scooter, motorbikes and foot traffic; not 

more roads for cars 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Offer back to hapu and iwi 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Give it to Ngati Whatua ki Orakei 

 

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: 

Commit funding to activities to reduce carbon emissions and pollution 

 

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: 

Offer to Ngati Whatua 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Offer to Ngati Whatua 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Auckland transport should be able to sustain itself Reycylinh 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Recycling 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Auckland transport speed calming measures 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Money wasting 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: 

Let insurance companies & government support this funding 

 

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: 

Keepjng ownership & lease will prevent future in inforstructure costs that will be 

required 

 

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: 

Most financial option 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 
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Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I do not support any priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Not Important  
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Not Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Not Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Not Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

To expensive for this low income community 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do 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? 

Retain weekly rubbish collections. 

Manage the unregistered dog situation more proactively even if it means employing 

more staff. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Stop wasting money on consultant's reports. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Auckland needs a reliable sustainable public transport system which ALL Aucklanders 

can access easily. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Public safety, for example repairing pavements, more lighting, security cameras, etc. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Cycleways and speed humps. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Council assets need to work for the local community otherwise they are a waste of 

money and resources. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 

AIAL is part of the Auckland community and the shareholding needs to be retained as 

a Council asset. 

 

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: 

POAL is part of the Auckland community and the management needs to be retained as 

a Council asset. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Council need to manage their assets as a business getting a maximum return to 

reinvest in Auckland services to stop rate increases. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 
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Tell us why: 

A Council asset which needs to be used for investment and return. 

 

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: 

A Council asset which needs to be used for investment and return. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

Support 
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We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

All Council assets need to be managed as a business and obtain a finance return 

where possible for reinvestment and to reduce rates. 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 
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Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 
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Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

These initiatives should contribute to quality 

of life. 

Tell us why 

These priorities should contribute to quality of life. 
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7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

N/A



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development 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? 

im not prepared to pay more with living costs for everything going up and salary 

staying the same. i am a single person household thank you. how about considering 

reimbursing the single households on some of the bills like rates, water, etc.. its so 

hard managing everything on my own with no support and only 1 income (middle 

class). please focus more on preventing flooding in mangere where new development 



#3621 
 

area is. a lot of us are first home buyers which has been such an unfair start with our 

homes flooding on 27th jan 2023. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

reduce costs on rubbish in the rates since services will be reduced. please dont waste 

the ratepayers money on unnecessary stuff like arts, parks etc.. mangere is a pigsty 

please manage the area better so its presentable when tourists passby to see 

auckland! 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

i hate how AT wastes our money on unnecessary things like maori names everywhere 

on road signs.. please stop reducing the speed limits to 30 and 40!! stop creating silly 

obstacles like putting ********** traffic lights everywhere eg multiple trafic lights and 

speed bumps installed in the middle of manukau road epsom and st johns/remuera 

road! 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

flood prevention! and get the trucks off the motorway! theyre the biggest obstacle to all 

othere motorists who need to get to/from work & home. trucks are big, heavy, in the 

way and slow moving. get them off to an alternate route nobody else uses. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

unnecessary speed bumps and traffic lights, too much road cones and slow workers - 

get rid of those too 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 
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Tell us why: 

i dont think most people care? 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

proceed but dont sell our assets offshore 

 

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: 

mate we all need a break from increasing cost of rates 

 

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: 

pay profits and dividends to us ratepayers 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Other 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

Do not support 
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businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki 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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 
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7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Not Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Fairly Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Not Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

health and safety matters more than the 

rest of the items listed there. we really need 

to change things here to prevent flooding 

on our newbuilds as we are FIRST HOME 

BUYERS and reduce the crime rates asap. 

Our home values continue to fall everyday 

becaus 

Tell us why 
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theres no mentioning of flood prevention strategies. Please tidy the area up and 

control antisocial behaviour.. please tranquilize people that drive around with loud 

speakers on so they can be quiet! and make parking more strict int he area as people 

are 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

please get rid of the uncivilised behaviour around south auckland.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do 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? 

Road charges, pay as you go roaring 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Meetings 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

We need more safe cycling routes for children and do car users don’t keep hitting 

cyclists 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Rationalise the bus service, 1 bus 2 passengers 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Car parking 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

How many dividends do you collect? Your not an investment company 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Move container ships to regions, create a new city to get people out of the city 

 

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). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Same services for all rate payers or you get a reduction in rates. 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 
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Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important  
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

Safe family friendly suburbs and the people 

will look after them. The new playgrounds 

are still looking good 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support 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? 

free ambulance like Wellington 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

review AK council staff salary and money waste investments 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Its about time that money is spend well and that the public dont suffer in such a hard 

time 

 

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: 

Auckland already have far too many stadiums for major events. Best to sell and 

reinvest on something that contibute back to the community. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

good ibvestment proposal and this is the type of decision we need in the council 

 

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? 

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. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 
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Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Very Important  
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Fairly Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Other 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do 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? 

Lobby govt for more of our taxes and gst to spent locally. Lobby govt to help fund 

critical infrastructure so our rates do keep increasing to an unaffordable level. 

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 TMA wasting ratepayer money on litigation with the very ratepayers who fund 

their operations. Stop wasting millions of dollars on the unnecessary removal of 'exotic' 

trees! 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

AT is a joke! It spends millions on projects the people dont want or need, while our 

roads are congested, people spend hours sitting in their cars and we struggle to find 

places to park our cars. 

We dont need more cycle lanes, more speed bumps and stupid policies to reduce 

speed in our city centers. Like many Aucklanders, I now avoid going into the CBD now, 

so its no wonder the bars, restaurants and retail businesses are struggling. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Cost cutting initiatives, to remove wasteful spending, and getting experienced people 

who can deliver our capital investment programmes on-time and to budget. Cost 

overruns are an embarrassment and results in ratepayers losing faith in the Council. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

The TMA is un-democratic and unaccountable to the Council, it wastes millions on 

projects that arent aligned to the priorities of the local communities, ie millions on 

exotic tree removals during a cost of living and a climate crisis, and then millions more 

on litigation to fight the very people that pays the rates used to fund TMAs operations. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 
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4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Auckland airport doesnt provide any income for the Council and needs alot of 

shareholder funding which the Council doesnt have. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Move the port operations, close the port and utilise the land more effectively. 

 

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: 

Sell some of the land for development, keep some for parks or reserves. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

Get rid of wasteful Council activity, focus on core services, make the govt fund more of 

the required infrastructure investment, and retain more of the tax and gst in the region 

to keep our rates lower. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 
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Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 
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Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 
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Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Not Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Not Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Not Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Fairly Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

People are struggling to pay to live, and 

many of these projects are nice to haves 

but not needed or a priority for the city. 

Focus on the delivery of core Council 

services, drop all the unnecessary projects 

and keep our rates low, 
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Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 

debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

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: 

Public stadiums are a waste of public money for the return they generate. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 
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Move the Port outside the city centre and re-develop the land in a similar way that has 

been done at Wynyard quarter to help solve the city housing issues with apartments in 

the cbd. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

Support 
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increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Fairly Important 
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Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

Support 
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for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 
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Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Not Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Fairly Important 
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Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Fairly Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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 less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Council rate 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I don't use public transport and it's not convenient for my family and I 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Council rate 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

We never fully utilize it so why change 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 proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

Leave it as it is 

 

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. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 

on crime prevention, safer communities and 

injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 

older people and foster their community 

participation with a specific focus on 

reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 

initiatives that respond to social connection 
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and cohesion, build climate resilience and 

contribute to climate action. 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 

ensure our open space and sports field 

network meets the demands of our diverse 

communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 

support people of all ages and abilities 

being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 

support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 

cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 

programme to nurture creative expression 

with a focus on supporting Māori and 

Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 

2024-2034? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 

2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 

 

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 
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Building the capacity and capability of local 

community and sporting groups towards 

long-term sustainable funding models and 

independence through our strategic 

partnerships programme. 

Fairly Important 

Empowering community groups and 

organisations to deliver community events 

through sustainable funding models. 

Not Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 

neighbouring local boards to protect and 

restore our waterways through Tāmaki 

Estuary Environmental Forum and 

Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Not 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). 

Not Important 

Support business associations to continue 

supporting local businesses and ongoing 

growth, development and liveliness of town 

centres, including assisting Onehunga 

Business Associations proposed BID 

expansion. 

 

 

Tell us why 

Not happy 

 

7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

Support 
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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? 

 

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: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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 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? 

Genuine planning around spend and proposed changed. Spend on roading updates 

has been an utter waste of time 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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Using unqualified people to make decisions 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Thank you for stopping stupid proposals 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Effective motorways 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Cycle lanes that don’t get ised 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Spend needs to be of more essential projects. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

Selling the airport shares comes with too much risk 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Sound like a clever way to introduce some revenue 

 

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: 

Cost is too high 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 
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Cost 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
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increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 
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Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Not Important  
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Fairly Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Not Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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 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? 

Need to give the same amount of attention you give to other regions in Auckland to 

South Auckland.  Rates increase but some of the new projects done is not necessary 

for our region. Our parks and roads need to be maintenance and cleaned every week 

or even once a month. We have been neglected but you choose to build high rise 

housing apartments here which you know we will have an increase of people living in 
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poverty.  Why should we pay more for our taxes for a plan that you Council can not 

take ownership of the outcomes of your decisions.  How about you tax the wealthy 

areas more and reduce tax for areas with crime and poverty.  Us land owners are 

having to pay for everyone else who do not pay rates.  NOT FAIR!!! 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Auckland Council needs to make some improvements to South Auckland before you 

decide to do less. Reach out to community groups with funding proposals to do the job 

before getting contractors that have no emotions or connection to the area. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Unnecessary bike lanes and concrete bolders put up in certain areas in south 

Auckland.  Now it holds up traffic during traffic peak hours.  Not much planning and 

investigation put into the project before going ahead with it. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Group or security to remove beggers & window washers from our South Auckland 

roads and outside our shops, banks & food stores.  Most are there to raise funds to 

support their addictions. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

New road projects. Auckland council needs to stop renewing our roads that have 

nothing wrong with them, but renew our roads with pot holes. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 
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4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Finding ways to reduce rates for us homeowners is the best.  Realistically this goes up 

every year.  How long will it go up until we no longer can pay rates.  This will resort to 

homeowners moving into rental accommodation or leaving Auckland and therefore 

Auckland Council will end up not meeting their monetary requirements to deliver on 

projects.  Need to reduce the house prices so that you can gain more rate payers to 

help fund projects. 

 

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: 

Rebate for all rate payers and use the rest for council services or Auckland Future 

Fund. 

 

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? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

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 

Other 
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 
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Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 
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Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 
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7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Other 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

We pay for train services and yet there is less parking available for people to safely 

park their cars at the stations. 

There is lots of money spent on bus lanes, during peak hours only 1-2 buses run on a 

lane while frustrating tax payer people queuing  up for nearly a km long  on a one lane 

trying to get to work on time. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

"The needs of the North Shore people" No thanks. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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 continue council 

group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 

to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

Leasing NZ assets -  how much of New Zealand owned by New Zealanders? Our 

taxes money will end up offshore. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

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? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 
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Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important  
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Fairly Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Fairly Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

Nil By Heart 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

No 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Just the events - focus on core deliverables. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Auckland needs to be easy to get around... 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

reducing congestion 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

cycle lanes 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

It is a good facility - just needs more 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: 

Diversification is sensible 

 

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 control 

 

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 a war chest 

 

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: 

Either shift the port or leave it alone. Any operation there is going to continue to grow 

and will require more land. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 
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As above 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

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. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
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increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

no 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

 

 

Investing in the maintenance and renewal 

of our parks, playgrounds, recreation 

 



#4234 
 

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 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Not Important  
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Fairly Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Robost free flowing transport is the backbone of any stable and growing economy 

which helps in nation building. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

-Reduce crime can help in saving recovery spending and too much money going in 

managing security measures. 

-Getting ready for disasters instead of getting things fixed after major losses and 

recovery management. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

It is time to stand up and work hard in nation building getting things firstly back on track 

and then moving on to sky limits. Everyone is responsible to spend judiciouly including 

all authorities private and public both. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 

group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 

to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

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: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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  

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Remove free pool access from rates 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

Do not support 
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from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have 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? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

I don't know  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

I don't know 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

I don't know 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

I don't know 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

I don't know 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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? 

All of the above. 

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: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

We urgently need more frequent bus and train services 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

This doesn't make sense - council already owns a share in these assets, so why 

transfer to a third party? 

 

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: 

Absolutely against the idea of a 35-year lease. The port needs to be moved, 

something the mayor himself campaigned on, and this would shoot down that 

possibility. 

 

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 port needs to be moved away from downtown Auckland, and this is step in that 

direction. 

 

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 
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Tell us why: 

As above, the port needs to be moved away from downtown Auckland. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

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? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

 

 

Investing in the maintenance and renewal 

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 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Very Important  



#4472 
 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Fairly Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Fairly Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

No 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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Council needs to focus on core infrastructure and services only. I am yet to see 

evidence of a line-by-line audit of expenditure against core infrastructure and services.  

A quick look at the jobs on line at the moment pull up several jobs as a 'democracy 

advisor' - that would be an example of what is not a core council service. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

AT has lost all credibility due to repeated service disruption, poor planning and poor 

management. Auckland needs a quality public transport system but more emphasis 

should be put on accountability of AT management 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Park and ride services at Train Stations 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

This question should not be asked in isolation from Eden park and Mt Smart Stadium. 

None of the stadiums are in locations that support quick movement of people in and 

out of events. North harbor stadium could be suitable for a cricket oval but it depends 

on a comprehensive 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)? 

I don't know 
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Tell us why: 

Not enough information provided on the value of the shares in terms of an ongoing 

investment or the cost v benefit value of selling them to either pay debt or invest 

further in a higher return portfolio. 

 

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: 

Need some capital investment to generate wealth 

 

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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Wharves detract from the Auckland waterfront. Council retaining ownership of the land 

ensures some control remains over how the land is used for the future generations to 

enjoy 

 

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: 

Wharves detract from the Auckland waterfront. Council retaining ownership of the land 

ensures some control remains over how the land is used for the future generations to 

enjoy 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

no 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 
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Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 
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Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Fairly Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Fairly Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

Difficult without a plan outlining actual costs 

versus benefits 

Tell us why 
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Lacking in detail i.e. what does 'partner' 'collaborate etc actually mean'? - what will be 

the actions, how much will they cost and where is the evidence as to any 

outcomes/benefits 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do 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? 

Quickly build and maintain a public transport system that gets traffic off the road, is 

reliable, affordable and easily connects Auckland. I don't want more services that herd 

people into the city, I want a transport system I can take to the zoo, to work, to the 

airport, to see family over on the north shore. Get me, and many other Aucklanders off 

the road and into a public transport system that will actually work. What we have is 
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shameful. It's a whole lot of absolutely nothing we can use in any meaningful way, it's 

embarrassing and it's a failure. If we have less money, let's do one thing and let's really 

nail it. Let's do public transport well and quickly. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

We should lessen financial assistance to events and the regeneration of the CBD. 

Hopefully resources can still be offered so that communities can hold tight and get 

through a tighter time while we focus on connecting Auckland. If we don't dilly dally 

around, it should be a short headache and then a hugely connected city that they can 

benefit from.   

Stop work on cycle ways. Generally speaking, and I'm being very general, they tend to 

benefit the affluent and I just don't think that's what we should be working on when we 

are all being asked to tighten our belts even further than we already have. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

We need to sort out our road traffic urgently. We need to hone in on this like it's stage 

four cancer. I believe it should be treated as an urgent crisis that requires a substantial 

amount of focus, energy, thought leaders and budget. Auckland will be so much more 

livable and enjoyable if we were more connected. We also need to pause work on all 

cycle ways. It is a transport system that works for such a small amount of people and 

spending budget on it is borderline criminal. If we are all being asked to tighten our 

belts and go without many things that make Auckland enjoyable, then we need to see 

solutions that work for vast majorities and currently underserved communities. I'm not 

cutting my meat consumption down so I can afford a rates hike for nothing. I live 8 

minutes from the airport and there is not a single bus, train, shuttle or anything like that 

that I can take, not on my road or the next one over. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Get our public transport options off the road. We need to go above or below, get 

people off the road. I would also then look at taking those spaces and seeing how they 

can be commercialized spaces that enhance travelers lives through convenience 

options such as shopping spaces, places to get mail dropped off etc. 
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2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Cycle lanes, raised pedestrian crossings, lowering speed limits to speeds that are so 

ridiculously slow that everyone ignores them because they make people drive 

dangerously. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

I genuinely don't believe a development project will be capped at $33M but I do think 

that if it's not being used, it needs to be changed. Consult with the community and 

phase out a plan to provide something that they can use and that can be scaled up for 

bigger events. For the love of all things good, please factor in public transport as if 

every single person at the revised stadium were to take PT to get there. Really over 

plan for PT levels and it will never, ever be a barrier for someone to attend an event 

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 

 

Tell us why: 

The fund will be at the whims of the market, but that is not new as the stocks already 

are in the market. I can see this amount of money being tempting for corruption and 

we need several controls in place to stop so much wealth being collected into one 

place. 

 

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: 

Get the cash upfront and start to make immediate benefits felt. 35 years will fly by and 

it's a good deal for them too. Don't screw them over, let's grow together. If they don't 

want the deal, don't force their hand, and don't cut them out. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

If council services means working on the plan, then do that. Don't stick the money in a 

bank account and not use it. This money needs to fund benefits for Aucklanders really, 

really fast. Show us you can deliver on what matters. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

35 years is the right amount of time, it could be lower and go to 30, but I wouldn't be 

comfortable with it going any longer without being re-negotiated. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

Because who cares? This isn't something that should be diverting our attention from 

the core matters. 
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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: 

They're the experts, you'll only ********** it up or pick a wild idea that will cost a wild 

amount of money and have no public transport system to get people to the silly little 

thing you think we can't live without. I can't see anything on an Auckland CBD wharf 

benefitting the millions of Aucklanders more than public transport would. Let's keep our 

eye on the prize. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

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 



#4532 
 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

No 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki 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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 
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I support all priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Fairly Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

When times are hard, community-ked 

activities really help build and foster a 

sense of safety and belonging. Either 

attending these events or getting involved 

in the planning is great. I completely 

support community-led events. 

Tell us why 

I agree with it. I would like to see some investment in environmental services but 

understand that now may not be the time to do that. Perhaps some of the community 

service funds could be for green events. 
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7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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? 

Environment is very important, when I can not he the TUI in the morning,,,, 

Check out the invasive Algae, possible remove and this is just the beginning... 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Stop talk, do! 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Auckland is great, tourism is important, but the SKY-train is scrapped! 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Environment, information about tourism. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

General costs 

 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

A place to meet, have festivals, etc. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 

Future is in AIR-RAIL to AIR-PORT! 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Remodel the port. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Unsure! 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

Get native plants, enhance MAORI-CULTURE 

 

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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Underwater-world, history and more. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

We have to use the potential to make it great, ok. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Keep it fair! 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki 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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 
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I support all priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Very Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

To unite does make a whole! 

Tell us why 

Housing, plant trees and garbage removal, algae removal, save MAORI culture1 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 

We have a HUGE JOB, let's DO IT!



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do 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? 

Cycle lanes especially in and around South Auckland. You've removed everyone's 

parking for an activity that hardly anyone partakes in. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

We need better public transportation. I would take it if it was guaranteed to be on time. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

North Shore already has more compared to the rest of Auckland. You need to focus on 

West and South. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

It will make our transport problems worse 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

Support 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

Support 
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Howick,Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Support the development of community led 

resilience networks in our area, so our 

community and organisations will know who 

does what, where to get information and 

how to help, including in emergencies. 

 

Support and advocate for further protection 

of our sea, soil and fresh water from 

contamination and sedimentation through 

methods such as re-naturalisation, or 

daylighting. 

 

Engage with our community and key 

stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 

the future uses of our undeveloped 

reserves, and older established ones, 

including investigation of cost-effective 
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options for other informal recreation and 

play in these areas. 

Continue to support activities that promote 

vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 

in our area, such as events, festivals, and 

other shared experiences in our public 

spaces for all. 

 

Continue to renew and enhance the paths 

network (greenways) to create a safer, off 

road, well-connected networks for active 

modes of transport. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Hibiscus and Bays proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

Howick Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Howick in 2024/2025? 

Very Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Review and refresh the Howick Heritage 

Plan. 

Very Important 

Review and refresh the Howick Tourism 

Plan. 

Very Important 

Encourage community groups to adopt a 

reserve, park, or waterway etc, and provide 

for restoration and maintenance activities 

with council support. 

Fairly Important 

Rescope the Industrial Pollution Prevention 

Programme (which educates and informs 

Very Important 
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industry about the impacts they may have 

on local waterways) to broaden its outreach 

and include all businesses. 

 

Develop a community-led climate action 

plan. 

 

Fairly Important 

Explore the development of a Howick Ward 

‘business collective’, or other group, to 

provide support for small business owners 

outside of the established Business 

Improvement Districts. This work may lead 

to establishing a new business association 

and possible new Business Improvement 

District (BID) programme. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Howick proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

 

 

Investing in the maintenance and renewal 

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 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Very Important  
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable): Getawayhomes 

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Just do “core” things , get out of development, incentivise the private sector more 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 



#4704 
 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu,Waitematā 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Not Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Not Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Not Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Not Important 
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Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

Waitematā Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Waitematā in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Deliver a new civic space at 254 Ponsonby 

Road. 

 

Not Important 

Complete detailed design of Leys Institute 

remediation and seismic strengthening, and 

progress physical works. 

 

Fairly Important 

Phased delivery of improvements for Heard 

Park. 

 

Not Important 

Deliver services and programmes that 

support youth activation, leadership, and 

wellbeing, particularly in Newmarket. 

 

Not Important 
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Develop programmes that improve 

perceptions of safety within the City Centre, 

and our town-centres. 

 

Not Important 

Support local communities to develop 

Emergency Planning & Readiness 

Response Plans. 

 

Not Important 

Seek opportunities to promote and 

celebrate heritage places in Waitematā 

including making digital content and place-

based stories more accessible. 

Not Important 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Waitematā proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 

2024-2034? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do 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, no faith in the council to make our city better 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Wasting time on consultants for nothing - e.g. the light rail project 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Our infrastructure doesn't support a better and fast transport network - at least not 

under the current lead by our mayor 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Consultation 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

No point upgrading it - poor transport system to support, too congest 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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 continue council 

group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 

to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

Do not support 
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the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Small household should be charged less refuse collection rate - at least give them a 

choice to choose the frequency of collecting rubbish/ recycling. For my household we 

only take the landfill bin out every 2 weeks and monthly for recycling. 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 
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Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I do not support any priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Not Important  
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Not Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Not Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Not Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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? 

Nothing. I can't afford to live at the moment. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

STOP giving money to people who CAN work but WON'T work 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Can't afford to spend 1 cent more 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Nothing 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

No government worker should make more than the median NZ salary 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

Recession is not the right time to be spending on this 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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? 

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? 

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. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

You have killed The CBD. It's not safe to visit and there's easy no transport to get there



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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? 

Lower it's carbon footprint.  More arts funding. Better public transport. More smaller 

and medium concert venues. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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Big fancy stadiums on the waterfront. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Support faster public transport.  Don't support reducing temporary traffic management 

requirements as I don't believe that will be safer.  Don't support putting cycleways 

everywhere particularly with raised separators or cycleways which decrease amenity 

for pedestrians, parking and make it harder to catch pubic transport. Anyone can take 

public transport so this should be prioritised whereas only a percentage can cycle. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Public Transport.  Should be fast, frequent and green in all areas of the Auckland.  You 

shouldn't need a car. 

 

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 think it is fine.  There are better things to spend money on. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 

I believe it is imperative that we have More Airport shares, let alone selling the small 

number we have.  I don't like the sound of what is proposed for the Port of Auckland. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 

group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 

to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

I don't like the other option. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Better for long term. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

No 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 
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I think it is fine. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

I think it is fine. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

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? 

No 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki 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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 
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I support all priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Very Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

Green public transport locally is more 

important for reducing carbon footprint than 

cycling initiatives.  I don't think some of the 

safety action plan actually make it safer. 

Tell us why 

I want more green Public Transport and arts. 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 

No
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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? 

 



#4836 
 

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, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Kelsi Amiatu  

Competitions & Compliance Manager 

Auckland Rugby League 

Kelsi.a@aucklandleague.co.nz 
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022 118 5163 

14.3.2024 

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. 

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. 

In closing, I 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. 
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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, 

Kelsi Amiatu 

Competitions & Compliance Manager 

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: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Please stop implementation of Transit lanes, they are not working and is causing major 

congestion Auckland wide.  
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Keep rates increase at a low as Aucklanders are struggling. Rates have increased 

massively in the last 5 years. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Will not benefit anyone to be honest 

 

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: 

Sell the section outside of stadium to fund the maintenance of the stadium and change 

operational management to involve more community. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

Do not support 
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the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

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. 

 

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 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Not Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Not Important 
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Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Fairly Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Not Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

I got a petition signed by over hundred 

people regarding speed bump on a certain 

road. Less needs to be done in parks and 

more on the safety of the community for the 

hundreds of people speeding around the 

area. Speed bumps need to be put in more 

places. 

Tell us why 

I got a petition signed by over hundred people regarding speed bump on a certain 

road. Less needs to be done in parks and more on the safety of the community for the 

hundreds of people speeding around the area. Speed bumps need to be put in more 

places. 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Need more action on the right stuff not that things that will not benefit the community. 

Keeping rates down will also help.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable): South Auckland Boxing Association , Pacific Boxing 

Academy & the South Auckland Youth Development Trust 

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

 

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, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

I think South Auckland needs a dedicated property for boxing. I'm the president of the 

South Auckland Boxing Association and there are about 25 formal & informal boxing 

clubs in South Auckland with many participants. However we have nowhere to do our 

sport. It is very difficult to compete & develop young boxers. 
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South Auckland has produced David Tua & Joseph Parker - world renown boxers, yet 

the sport of boxing struggles in South Auckland.



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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 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? 



#4973 
 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

We have enough cycle ways at the moment for cyclists but what we dont have enough 

of us trains and  buses running on efficient timetables. We need to fix this now and 

then can look at more cycle lanes in the future 

 

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: 

Redeveloping seems like the best idea, to redesign the area and potentially attract 

more income, since it's being under utilised in its current state 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

If you do not have strategic say over AIAL then I guess selling the remaining shares 

would be ok. But I am not sure about this AFF and to be honest don't have faith in it. 

Even with a small shareholding, councils may still have some degree of influence or 

voice in certain matters, especially if they collaborate with other shareholders or 

engage actively in shareholder meetings. They may also have the opportunity to 

express their views on important issues through shareholder resolutions or discussions 
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with the company's management. So I guess what I am saying is, yes you can sell the 

remaining shares, but I hope it isn't at a loss over the operational aspect of AIAL. 

 

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: 

We need to keep the shares of the POAL so we can continue to have operational 

directive of the company. Another option could be to lease the operations of 

the port but, rather than investing the proceeds in the 

fund, use them to pay down debt as noted in the future 

fund section above. As we have noted earlier this would 

result in a similar financial contribution towards council 

operations, and a significant reduction in council debt, 

but would not protect the value of the council’s assets 

over the long term. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

I dont have faith in the Auckland Future Fund, to be used appropriately to help the 

council or the future of Auckland. 

 

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: 

I read all of the advantages and disadvantages and I honestly couldn't find a good 

reason to make any changes at the moment, and I'm not really sure I understand why 

this was proposed in the first place. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Similar to my answer above, I Couldn't see a benefit to making a change after reading 

the proposal 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 
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Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

I agree to the revenue and financing policy 
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Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 
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Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Not Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 
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Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Fairly Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

We need to focus on transport for these 

areas to the Auckland CBD as well as anti 

social behaviour. In Mangere Bridge for 

instance, for majority of the year there is 

constant fireworks going off at least ONCE 

per week. There is boy racers constantly 

drivi 

Tell us why 

Everything is OK apart from this - strengthen partnerships with local mana whenua 

through project delivery 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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 less 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

We need a rail service from Mangere and the airport to the CBD 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Cycle lanes 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

I don't know 
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we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 



#5105 
 

6b.  Do you have 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? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 
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address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 
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Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

We need to invest in transport options in 

mangere to increase employment of 

mangere residents.  We need to ensure our 

community is prepared for future weather 

events.  Safety needs to be a priority with 

more policing.  Mangere town cente areas 

needs to re 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

More money needs to be put into the mangere community.  We need better transport 

links to the CBD , better security, re design of mangere town centre.  We are a 

struggling community with unique needs and high rates of poverty.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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 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? 

No 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I like the capped public transport idea - will mean more people taking public transport if 

is built. Too many delays and cancellations right now. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Utilise the increase in income from capped $50 plan. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Nope 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Stadium is never full - we have more opportunity with Moana Pasifika, but is never full. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 

Think long term and set us up. Our council "services" have increased costs and 

provided little outcome. 

 

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? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

I don't know 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 
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Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Not Important  
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Fairly Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

Engage the community with activities - a 

community engaged will naturally reduce 

crime. Same thing as a kid in sport, stays 

out of court. 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

I don’t know 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

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? 

no 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

no 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

nothing 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

nothing 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

nothing 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

nothing 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 

Pay the councils debts. 

 

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: 

nothing 

 

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: 

nothing 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

nothing 

 

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: 

Nothing 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 
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very special to me. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
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increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

no 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

no. i will go with the follow
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 

debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

The 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. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Increased investment in cycling infrastructure and maintenance. If technology 

advances brings down prices of ebikes, perhaps a higher adoption of cycling-to-work 

would decrease traffic numbers. Better for roads and busses.  

Cycleways! Safe cycle infrastructure, accessible for all kinds of bikes, that get people 

where they want to go. More end-of-ride facilities for all kinds of bikes, more repair 

stations along key routes. 

 

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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 
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Tell us why: 

Maintain the shares by the council for long-term returns many years into the future. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

The Auckland Anniversary and public events that are held at the Port has always been 

a draw/excuse to visit the city 
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5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Other 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

I don't know 
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2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

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: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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? 

Do more money saving.getv 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Get rid of good to have projects 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Rate payers are already quite squeezed in their budgets so we should minimize our 

spending. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Yes. All the good to have projects should be put on hold. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Sell it. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

Support 
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the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Other 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

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. 

 

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 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Not Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Not Important 
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Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Not Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Fairly Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Not Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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 Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Rate must be decrease and also water really expensive. Cost of Living is expendive 

rate musy be decrease 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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Rate and Water 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Too many cars and buses no parkings 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Spend more money to pay cleaners and workers in council sites. and help with the 

communities library. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Spend less on transport, parks and road works 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Wasting money there hardly ise it don't know where mone goes 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

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). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 
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Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Very Important  
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Fairly Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

Mangere shopping mall must demolished and rebuild it again. It's important is for the 

Health and Safety of our community because the whole shopping mall is old and 

unsafe 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Local board members must spend more money to re build Mangere Town Centre 

insyead of concentrating on parks



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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 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? 

Just can’t afford rates shooting up. Should stop spending money on stupid things like 

overseas relief and bad art projects around the city like sculpture on the gulf that you 

know you got ripped of for. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Making public transport usable and reliable would be good. Auckland is too steep for 

most people to cycle though - waste of time 

 

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)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Other 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

Support 
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programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 
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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? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 
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address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Not Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 
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Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Fairly Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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 less 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 

group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 

to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

Support 
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for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

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: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 

debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 

group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 

to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

Support 
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we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 

debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do 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 focus on south and west auckland development. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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Less focus on city centre development. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I support every part except for rolling back support for cycleways, etc 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Road repairs, bus services 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Car centric transport 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

There are higher priorities to focus on 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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 the shares under the Council, giving Aucklanders a voice in the Airport's future 

direction 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 

group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 

to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Other 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu,Manurewa,Ōtara-Papatoetoe 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 
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Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Very Important  
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

Very Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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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 Ngāti 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 Māori and 

Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 

2024-2034? 
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Ōtara-Papatoetoe Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōtara-Papatoetoe in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Through grants, support community-led 

events and initiatives that create safe 

neighbourhoods and promoting active 

living, sustainable practices. 

 

Very Important 

Support activities to increase social 

cohesion, neighbourly connections, better 

outreach to people from smaller ethnic 

groups and connect newer settlers to local 

services. 

 

Very Important 

Increase youth empowerment through 

supporting leadership and training 

programmes as well as prioritising youth 

engagement. 

 

Very Important 

Identify and promote ‘Play advocacy’ for 

local opportunities in projects that can 

provide spaces for play in places beyond 

playgrounds. 

 

Very Important 

Continue to support and look to increase 

environmental and sustainability projects to 

address climate change and environmental 

challenges through community-led projects 

and by working with mana whenua. 

Very Important 
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Explore options for ways of delivering 

increased local economic outcomes for 

small to large businesses. 

Very Important 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Ōtara-Papatoetoe proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation 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? 

they should consider more help for homeless and people that are unstable in the local 

community. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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Notging 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

i dont know 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

nothing 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

nope 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

dont know 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

no! everything looks good 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Manurewa 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

 



#5421 
 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

Very Important 

 

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 

Very Important 
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participation with a specific focus on 

reaching older migrants. 

Invest in community led projects and 

initiatives that respond to social connection 

and cohesion, build climate resilience and 

contribute to climate action. 

Fairly Important 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 

ensure our open space and sports field 

network meets the demands of our diverse 

communities. 

Fairly 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 Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 

cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 

programme to nurture creative expression 

with a focus on supporting Māori and 

Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 

2024-2034? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

no



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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 Do more 

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? 

I think transport should be a greater priority, and that the Regional Fuel Tax should be 

brought back, to encourage public transport. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I don't believe the RFT should be canceled 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

I think public transport should be more important and that it should be free 

 

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: 

A giant space like that should 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)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

I don't know 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Do not support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

 



#5423 
 

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. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 
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Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Fairly Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Not Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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 As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

If I saw action, then I wouldn't mind as much where I see my money going to 

something that is happening. For several years now all I've heard is talk, but no actions 

from all Mayors including Wayne Brown. This City is going backwards and we need a 

Mayor that knows what they are doing, is a true leader, Wayne Brown is a business 

man, but no a leader. Time for a change. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Remove the Bureaucratics, compared to other city's we have too much of middle 

management. The Mayor and anyone at upper management levels should not receive 

bonuses if their  KPI's are not being met. The way I see it, nothing has been met. It's 

how it works in the private sector, so why should my money be wasted on people who 

aren't doing their job. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I haven't seen any of my money been spent to improve transport. Auckland Transport 

is a joke. Always roadworks but no action. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Fixing the pot holes. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Paying for road works to drag on for years. Every time I seem to drive past road cones 

there is nothing happening. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Not interested as I don't go there 

 



#5507 
 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 

Airport should be privately owned. We don't need the council involved. The council 

can't even run the council properly. Let the current owners of the airport and Auckland 

Council stick to running the council as they can't even run the council as it is. 

 

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: 

Not bothered as doesn't affect me. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 
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Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

I don't know 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

While I understand rates do increase over time, I don't support Wayne Brown's 

arrogance with rates increasing. 

Why not look at an approach in between Central proposal and pay less get less? 

Another approach which seems more fair, I believe in UK if you have more people 

living in the house, you pay more in rates which seems fair as it's not fair that a person 

living alone pays the same than say someone with 4 people using more services. 

 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Pay more on educating /motivating youngsters to take up jobs and be part of country 

development, rather than lending ears to Gangsters/others pushing us back to dark 

ages. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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Reduce unnecessary spending and cut unnecessary Traffic Control for Works. Spend 

more money on a Cost Controller or Cost Auditor to check ways to cut down expenses 

on how job can done done safely, as per AC standards with all H&S 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Reduce bus/train cancellations . Cancellations cause reduce public transport reliability. 

Optimising TTM works is need of the hour, fully appreciate that. Improvements is 

footpaths etc to engage people to walk more. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

engage people to walk more and use public transportation . Reduce bus/train 

cancellations.  

Engage a Controller and Auditor General, a whole audit team to find cost savings. 

 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Temporary Traffic Management needs to be optimised, reduce waiting time for TM 

approvals. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

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). 

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, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Yes, we would like to know whether rates paid by residents are being spend in that 

area. Reason we get rates hikes, but we cannot see much/any Auckland Council 

development in Old Papatoetoe/Mangere. 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

 

 

Investing in the maintenance and renewal 

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 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Very Important  
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

Yes, we would like to know whether rates 

paid by residents are being spend in that 

area. Reason we get rates hikes, but we 

cannot see much/any Auckland Council 

development in Old Papatoetoe/Mangere. 

Tell us why 

Better and Safe neat footpaths 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Local board needs to keep eye on how rates being collected in this board area and 

how much council is spending in this area. Because we don't see much of council 
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money spending in this area. Can council put us a board /inform rate payers on every 

year quarter showing rates collected and money spend in this area.



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Reduce the cycleways not a lot of people’s use them 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

N/A 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Cycleways 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-
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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. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 
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Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 

debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

More money on moving away from a car focused city. Investment in pedestrians, 

cyclists, public transport 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

It doesn't make sense to sell those shares. There's no point making it easier because it 

shouldn't happen ever. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 
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Tell us here: 

Is it possible to lease it for a shorter time than 35 years? 

 

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: 

I think there's more benefit from continuing to use them as ports. There are other parts 

of the city that need public spaces more 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

Support 
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increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

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? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

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. 

 

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 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Very Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Fairly Important 
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Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do 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 apply Congestion charge. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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Environment, culture, art, etc. non essential things all can be less in difficult years. Get 

rid of food scrap collection services. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

We support use less money achieve more things. Get rid of all expansive red tapes - 

excessive TMP, overkill design regulations, etc. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Do not charge Congestion charge. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Get rid of food scrap collection services. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

If keep the shares cost Council more money, please proceed with selling. As it should 

not be Council's focus. 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

You should not let residents who lack of professional knowledge to make this decision. 

You should find the right person to make the right decision. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

You should not let residents who lack of professional knowledge to make this decision. 

You should find the right person to make the right decision. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

You should not let residents who lack of professional knowledge to make this decision. 

You should find the right person to make the right decision. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

You should not let residents who lack of professional knowledge to make this decision. 

You should find the right person to make the right decision. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

You should not let residents who lack of professional knowledge to make this decision. 

You should find the right person to make the right decision. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

I don't know 
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2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Maungakiekie-Tāmaki,Ōrākei 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 
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Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 

on crime prevention, safer communities and 

injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 

older people and foster their community 

participation with a specific focus on 

reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 

initiatives that respond to social connection 

and cohesion, build climate resilience and 

contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 

ensure our open space and sports field 

network meets the demands of our diverse 

communities. 

 

Identify options for recreational activities to 

support people of all ages and abilities 

being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 

support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 

cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 

programme to nurture creative expression 

with a focus on supporting Māori and 

Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 

2024-2034? 

I do not support most priorities 
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Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 

2024/2025? 

Not Important 

 

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. 

Fairly 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. 

Not Important 

Empowering community groups and 

organisations to deliver community events 

through sustainable funding models. 

Not Important 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 

neighbouring local boards to protect and 

restore our waterways through Tāmaki 

Estuary Environmental Forum and 

Manukau Harbour Forum. 

Not 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 

Economics is more important than anything 

else, especially in difficult years. 
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Business Associations proposed BID 

expansion. 

 

Tell us why 

support local sports, sport facilities and business. 

 

7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

Support 

 

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? 

We support business expansion, especially in difficult years. No need to red tape. 

 

Tell us why 

 

Ōrākei Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōrākei in 2024/2025? 

Not Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Complete the seismic strengthening of the 

Remuera Library 

Not Important 

Progress the Meadowbank Community 

Centre development. 

Not Important 
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Assess the reactivation of facilities at 

Tagalad Reserve and work towards 

providing access for the community. 

Very Important 

Continue to work with our many community 

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. 

Very Important 

Continue local initiatives to enhance 

neighbourhood connections and increase 

safety. 

Not Important 

Fund and support local events to showcase 

our spaces and benefit local residents and 

businesses. 

Not Important 

Continue to engage and better support our 

diverse communities and organisations, 

such as Auckland East Community Network 

and Youth of Ōrākei. 

Very Important 

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve 

water quality in our local waterways. 

Not Important 

Develop options and projects for a 

community facilities targeted rate for the 

financial year 2025/2026. 

Not Important 

Investigate ways to enhance council 

facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the 

needs of the local community. 

Keep things as they are, people living in 

this area enjoy safe and nice environment. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Ōrākei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do 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? 

Stop finding excuses to tax citizens by "doing more" tactics. We all pay more than 

enough tax...cant pay anymore. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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Already doing less... 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 

group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 

to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

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). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 
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address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I do not support any priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Not Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 
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Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Not Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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  

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? 

Nothing we already pay too much rates, we need  keep some money for our food and 

daily expenses. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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Put a quality road maintenance example in otahuhu walmsley rd they fix recently and 

now looks like you are in piha beach. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Where's the billion money that you get in traffic fine, parking ticket, T2T3 fine, why dont 

you use it, 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

We already struggling buying food for our plate, pls we need to save some money. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 

group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 

to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

Do not support 
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the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

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. 

 

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 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Fairly Important 
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Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

We need to get more cars off the roads, but some alternatives that I've seen don't think 

like they'be been thought through or are very practical. Money has been spent on so-

called "improvements", i.e. some cycleways, but these don't necessarily get used by 

the community. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Really need to evaluate the means of public transport and provide reliable (!) 

alternatives.  In my opinion we need a rail line to the airport also connecting 

surrounded suburbs. At minimum 2-3 trains per hour with good connections to close 

buy suburbs. It needs to be affordable so that people would actually choose to give up 

their vehicle. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and 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: 

As someone who works in Ocean Freight, I'm concerned about the impact leasing the 

port operations would have on cost of importing and exporting containers.  We've 

already had a rather large increase of cost at the beginning of this year, heavily 

impacting our customers and, indirectly, all of us notice this as these increases are 

being passed on to us (take retail as an example). If the operations are leased, I would 

expect a steep increase at the time the transfer happens, and regular increases 

throughout the years.  What about union and strikes? Australian ports have just gone 

through 4 months of strikes before an agreement, causing a massive backlog and 

disrupting the entire industry.   

Port of Auckland have improved over the years, operations are smooth. I would hope 

they can remain in charge of operations and continue on with their plans. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 
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Trucking costs from other major ports in NZ are quite high (e.g. Tauranga to Auckland). 

Having less port operations in Auckland, where a big part of NZs population is located, 

means more trucks on the road, more cost to businesses and, in the end, us as c 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Other 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Watercare 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 

group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 

to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Do not support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-
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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. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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 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? 

wasting rate payer money of unnecessary block boxes @ side road around for 

mangere areas 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 



#6111 
 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Do not support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-
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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. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Very Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 
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Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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  

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? 

I support further investment into a surface light rail rapid transit network starting with a 

route from the City Centre to Mt Roskill, and then further expansion to Onehunga, 

Māngere and other transport corridors such as the North-Western and Northern 

corridor. Any busway development along the North-Western corridor should be future-
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proofed for surface light rail upgrades. Consistent work over the last decade, reflected 

in Auckland Transports Auckland Rapid Transit Pathway 2023 report, has shown that 

to effectively address Auckland's congestion issues we cannot rely solely on a bus 

network. The busiest bus corridors in our city are already reaching capacity, and the 

long-term plan should reflect that reality.  

Additionally, I support Auckland controlling its own transport priorities. An “Auckland 

Deal” provides the means for central government to support Auckland Council’s 

priorities, rather than the other way around. A surface light rail network would provide 

opportunities for growth, development, and productivity in the city. I believe this should 

be included in the “Auckland Deal” with central government. I urge Auckland Council 

and the Mayor to make the development of a surface light rail network, starting with 

the City Centre to Mt Roskill line, a priority in such a deal. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I 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. I 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? 

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 I 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, 
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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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

I don't know 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

I don't know 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

I don't know 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-
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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. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Fairly Important 
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Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Fairly Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Fairly Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

City and Local Development 

I support a surface light rail network as it provides the opportunity to regenerate urban 

centres and enables development through a higher capacity transport system. 

  

Environment and Regulation 

I support a surface light rail network as it reduces transport emissions and pollution in 

Auckland, creating a cleaner city for all. 

Economic and Cultural Development 

I support a surface light rail network as it facilitates economic growth through an 

efficient and accessible transport system. This enables more people to reach 

businesses and commercial areas to support and grow Auckland's economy
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1.1 Purpose of this pathway
The Auckland Rapid Transit Pathway (ARTP) bridges the gap 
between high level plans (such as the Auckland Transport 
Alignment Project (ATAP), the Auckland Plan 2050, the Auckland 
Regional Public Transport Plan (RPTP)) and project-level planning 
and design work. This plan sets out Auckland’s view of the future 
rapid transit needs for the region, over the next 30+ years. 

It will take many decades to fully implement the rapid transit 
network outlined in the ARTP, meaning an enduring, evidence-based  
plan is important to ensure a consistent approach is maintained 
over time. By providing a clear long-term view of how this network 
should develop over time, the ARTP will help ensure the design  
and implementation of individual corridors and projects come 
together in a coherent way. This will deliver the best possible  
value and a useful, connected rapid transit network.

It does this by outlining at a network level:

• The role and objectives of rapid transit within Auckland’s  
wider public transport network, including its contribution  
to outcomes identified in higher-level plans and strategies

• The future network’s corridors and their likely modes  
and connections

• Timing and staging for this network 

• How to improve access to rapid transit, including  
land-use integration

• Key implementation steps. 

1.2 Keeping this pathway current 
Rapid Transit future planning is an ever-evolving process.  
Priorities change, funding availability changes, technologies 
change and growth timing and extent is uncertain. The ARTP  
will need to be updated regularly to account for the latest  
thinking on the rapid transit network. 

As decisions are made, however, it is the role of the ARTP to  
act as a reference point, to ensure that decisions are progressing 
towards the desired future system - of a fully integrated, efficient 
and customer-focused rapid transit network which supports 
Aucklanders’ needs. 

1. Introduction 
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2.2 The role of rapid transit in Auckland 
Auckland’s geographic layout and urban form help define  
the role rapid transit needs to play in supporting the region’s 
success. A small number of connections between different  
parts of Auckland concentrates many trips onto a few corridors,  
which act as bottlenecks and create congestion, particularly  
for longer-distance journeys. 

Forecast growth has the potential to worsen these current 
challenges. Auckland’s population has doubled over the last  
four decades to approximately 1.7 million people in 2022, and  
is projected to approach 2.5 million around 2050. Without major 
change to people’s travel behaviour, this growth is forecast to 
significantly increase travel demand over the next 30 years, 
potentially resulting in an extra 400,000 peak time trips and  
2 million more daily trips across all modes.

Auckland’s transport challenge is greater than just accommodating 
growing travel demand. Transformational change is required in 
many areas, especially to significantly reduce greenhouse gas 
emissions and private vehicle travel. Rapid transit has a major  
role to play in this transformation, through meeting a substantial 
share of growing travel demand and shaping a more sustainable 
urban form. 

Key roles for rapid transit are shown in the table below:

Supporting and shaping 
a quality compact 
urban form

The public transport 
network’s backbone

Providing  
space-efficient access 
to opportunities

Supporting successful 
and productive centres 
and major employment 
areas.

Encouraging a greater 
share of growth in areas 
with better travel options.

Ensuring new ‘greenfield’ 
areas have good travel 
options as they grow.

Encouraging  
transit-oriented 
developments in  
new and existing areas.

Quickly, efficiently and 
reliably moving people 
along routes with high 
levels of demand.

In inner areas, meeting 
strong demand for travel 
along major corridors 
into the city centre and 
between other major 
centres. 

In outer areas, acting 
as the key connection 
to and between major 
centres, other parts of 
the region and to major 
public transport hubs.

Enabling Aucklanders  
to benefit from the 
region’s growth by 
providing fast,  
high-capacity and 
reliable access to 
opportunities.

Moving large numbers 
of people across key 
transport bottlenecks 
and into highly 
constrained areas.

Delivering long-lasting 
access improvements 
that can be maintained 
over time even as 
demand increases.

2.1 What is rapid transit? 
Rapid transit is defined at a high level in the Government Policy 
Statement on Land Transport (GPS) and the National Policy 
Statement on Urban Development (NPS-UD) as:

A quick, frequent, reliable and high-capacity public transport 
service that operates on a permanent route (road or rail) that  
is largely separated from other traffic.

This Pathway elaborates on the above definition to emphasise  
the role of rapid transit as the core of Auckland’s wider public 
transport network and its importance in shaping the region’s 
growth and urban development. 

The Auckland Rapid Transit Pathway’s definition of rapid transit is:

Rapid transit provides fast, frequent, and reliable  
high-capacity access along strategic corridors that are  
separated from other modes and unaffected by congestion. 
Rapid transit is the backbone of Auckland’s public transport 
network and is critical to supporting and shaping its growth  
and urban form. 

Key characteristics of rapid transit are relatively universal across 
different cities worldwide.

Characteristic Explanation

Integrated with other 
public transport

Rapid transit forms part of the frequent public 
transport network, within a wider overall network 
of public transport services.

Provides fast, frequent, 
reliable and high-capacity 
service

A dedicated corridor and large vehicles enables 
rapid transit to provide a high capacity, highly 
attractive service that is competitive with  
private vehicles.

Easy and intuitive to use Rapid transit provides a high-quality customer 
experience that is simple to understand, especially 
for new or infrequent passengers.

Total priority to ensure 
reliability and resilience

Rapid transit needs to always operate reliably, 
regardless other factors affecting the transport 
network. To achieve this reliability and resilience, 
rapid transit usually operates in corridors that  
are physically separated from other modes.

Tailored to a corridor’s 
needs

The mode, distance between stations and scale of 
infrastructure should be tailored to the likely scale 
of demand and characteristics of a corridor, while 
still effectively integrating with the wider network.

Shapes and supports 
urban form

The speed and reliability of rapid transit makes 
areas near stations more attractive places to live, 
work and visit, supporting higher density and 
mixed-use development.

A variety of different modes and technologies can deliver rapid 
transit service, including buses, light rail vehicles, metro vehicles, 
trains and ferries. More detail is provided in Section 4.3. 

In all cases, the characteristics of the services are more important 
than the type of vehicle used to provide it. For example, a train 
service that operates at a low frequency is not rapid transit. 

2. Rapid transit in Auckland 

65

Te Ara Whakawhiti Tere o Tāmaki Makaurau Auckland Rapid Transit Pathway
#6142



2. Increase people throughput on Auckland’s most  
critical corridors

Auckland’s geography splits the city into several sub-regions, 
linked by only a few transport connections. Travel demand is 
funnelled into these links, creating bottlenecks that result in 
congestion, poor travel reliability and ultimately much lower  
levels of access for many parts of Auckland, especially outside  
the isthmus.

Ongoing population and employment growth are placing increased 
pressure on Auckland and its most critical transport corridors. 
Adding road capacity to these corridors is generally extremely 
costly and often unacceptable or infeasible due to environmental 
and/or community impacts.

Rapid transit’s ability to move large numbers of people along 
narrow corridors means it is uniquely suited to significantly 
increasing the throughput of people in these most essential  
parts of Auckland’s transport system. 

Measures:

• People-moving capacity along key corridors.
• Person movement per hour along key corridors

3. Increase the share of travel unaffected by congestion

Congestion leads to delays and highly variable travel times that 
adds cost and undermines quality of life. Reducing the impact 
of congestion on people’s lives is a key component of improving 
accessibility and overall wellbeing. 

Because it operates on dedicated corridors, rapid transit can 
still provide a fast and highly reliable travel option even when 
other parts of the transport network are under strain and highly 
congested. As a growing share of people use rapid transit, the 
impact of congestion on Auckland will reduce as more and more 
people are unaffected by it in their travel. 

Measures:

• Per capita annual delay from congestion.

• Share of travel on rapid transit compared to other modes.

• Service reliability and punctuality (passenger weighted).

4. Increase public transport’s mode share, especially  
for medium to long journeys, to reduce greenhouse  
gas emissions

The combination of rapid population growth, few opportunities  
to add road capacity within existing urban areas and the need  
to reduce emissions makes it critical to dramatically increase  
the share of travel by public transport, walking and cycling  
(mode shift). Reducing Aucklanders’ reliance on the private  
vehicle is an essential part of enabling easy, safe and sustainable 
access to opportunities.

If population growth simply translates into increased vehicle  
travel, then the result will be more congestion, poorer access  
to opportunities, higher emissions, a less healthy and safe 
population, and overall a poorer quality city for residents, 
businesses and visitors.

Rapid transit has a critical role to play in supporting mode shift, 
particularly for medium and longer journeys, thereby helping 
to reduce transport emissions. The speed, reliability and service 
quality of rapid transit makes it strongly suited to achieving mode 
shift, especially compared to other forms of public transport.  
High quality design, including universal access to stations that  
feels safe for all passengers throughout the day and night,  
is key to encouraging more people to use these services.

Measures:

• Share of travel by public transport 
(overall, on key corridors, to key locations).

• Vehicle kilometres travelled (total and per capita).

• Public transport ridership (total and per capita).

2.3 Rapid transit objectives 
These objectives clarify the outcomes sought from expanding  
and upgrading Auckland’s rapid transit network, helping to  
inform future planning work and business case development.

1. Increase access to opportunities, especially  
to major and growing employment rates

2. Increase people throughput on Auckland’s 
 most critical corridors

3. Increase the share of travel unaffected by congestion

4. Increase public transport’s mode share, especially for medium  
to long journeys, to reduce greenhouse gas emissions

5. Enable an integrated, efficient and effective public  
transport network

6. Focus most housing and employment growth in centres,  
nodes and development areas

7. Support high quality integrated urban communities

1. Increase access to opportunities, especially  
in major and growing employment areas

Increasing the number of people able to easily and reliably 
access major and growing employment centres is important 
for Auckland’s economic productivity and overall prosperity. 
The evolution of Auckland’s economy towards service-sector 
employment means future job growth is likely to be focused  
in a few key centres. Enabling safe and efficient access to these 
centres enables workers to realistically consider a wider range  
of job opportunities, and employers to draw on a wider variety  
of potential employees. 

Rapid transit’s capacity, speed and reliability means it has a unique 
role to play in significantly increasing the number of people who 
can easily access these centres – especially from outer parts of 
Auckland that currently have relatively poor access and often also 
have higher levels of deprivation. These communities often have  
a high proportion of Māori and Pasifika residents; the development 
of the rapid transit network should consider how access to 
opportunities for these groups can be improved. 

Rapid transit’s extremely high ‘space efficiency’ (i.e. number of 
people moved compared to the amount of space required to move 
them) is the only way significantly more people can access major 
centres while also enabling these centres to become more  
people-focused, high-quality places.

Measures:

• Number of people within 45 min PT travel time of key centres.

• Total number of jobs people can access within 45 mins by PT.

• Mode share of trips to key centres.
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7. Support high quality integrated urban communities 

For Auckland to be an attractive place for people to live, work,  
play and visit, it is important for the city’s growth and development 
to be accommodated in a way that creates high quality integrated 
communities. This means a variety of uses and housing types,  
and easy walkable access to travel choices, services and  
other opportunities.

Rapid transit needs to support, and not detract from, the creation 
of high-quality integrated communities. To do this effectively, 
consideration needs to be given to the location, design and 
access to stations, so they can act as hubs that help build a 
sense of community identity. Stations should be a focal point for 
development, helping to deliver ‘transit-oriented developments’. 
This is a focus of the National Policy Statement on Urban 
Development (NPS-UD), which requires the land within a walkable 
catchment of rapid transit stations and stops to allow for buildings 
of at least six stories. 

Higher intensity mixed use development, community facilities, 
public spaces and walking and cycling connections should be 
comprehensively planned with rapid transit to create  
well-functioning urban environments that support safe,  
resilient and accessible neighbourhoods and communities. 

Careful design also needs to help ensure rapid transit corridors 
avoid or minimise the negative impacts they might have on 
communities, including through creating severance or potential 
noise and visual impacts on communities from rapid transit 
infrastructure. The type and scale of infrastructure that  
is appropriate may vary depending on the context of the 
surrounding environment; for example elevated structures  
may not be suitable in residential areas, due to amenity concerns. 

The procurement of rapid transit projects also presents  
an opportunity to further invest in communities, by way of social 
procurement. Hiring local businesses to support the development 
of infrastructure helps to develop skills and knowledge, and support 
the local economy, including Māori and Pasifika communities. 

Measures:

• Resident satisfaction surveys.

• Proportion of people walking and cycling to stations.

• Rapid transit projects including a social procurement approach.

5. Enable an integrated, efficient and effective  
public transport network

As the backbone of the public transport network,  
rapid transit needs to be properly integrated with other public 
transport services, to ensure it can successfully perform this role.  
This means that network design and ticketing need to enable 
transfers between rapid transit and other services.  
Key interchanges must also be designed to minimise transfer  
times between services. Where two rapid transit corridors 
intersect, interchanges should enable particularly easy  
transfers between services.

As the rapid transit network expands, it should increasingly  
carry a greater share of all public transport trips. A greater  
portion of these trips will involve transfers from other services. 
Passenger journeys on rapid transit will, on average, be for  
longer distances than those of on other services, reflecting  
rapid transit’s role in carrying medium to long distance trips.

Measures:

• Proportion of all public transport boardings on rapid  
transit services.

• Share of public transport journeys involving transfers  
to rapid transit.

• Share of rapid transit journeys involving a cycling connection.

• Share of rapid transit journeys involving a walking connection.

• Average passenger kilometres per service kilometre.

• Average transfer time between services at key interchanges.

• Safe and universal access to stations.

6. Focus most housing and employment growth  
in centres, nodes, and development areas1

The Auckland Plan 2050 and the Auckland Unitary Plan are  
based on a quality compact approach to growth. This approach 
focusses most growth within the existing urban area and enables 
the greatest amount of change to occur in and around centres,  
and in nodes and development areas. Accommodating a significant 
proportion of Auckland’s future growth in these locations is 
important for protecting rural areas from urban encroachment, 
managing infrastructure costs, supporting liveability and  
wellbeing and reducing environmental impacts.

Areas that have access to rapid transit will be able to support 
redevelopment to higher densities. This is because these 
locations will have better access to opportunities and be more 
attractive places to live, making them suitable for higher density 
development by both the public and private sectors. Rapid transit 
is particularly important in supporting high intensity employment 
areas, by creating large ‘pools’ of employees who can travel  
to the centre of employment in a reasonable amount of time  
and with a high level of reliability

Rapid transit also reduces the amount of space that needs to be 
dedicated to carparking by providing high quality travel options. 
This means that space which would have otherwise been required 
for parking can be developed instead for housing, businesses  
and other activities. For employment centres, rapid transit’s spatial 
efficiency also means that they can be more intense, supporting 
higher productivity through agglomeration.

Measures:

• Proportion of new dwellings within walking  
and cycling distance of rapid transit.

• Proportion of commercial development within  
walking and cycling distance of rapid transit.

• Proportion of metropolitan and town centres  
within walking distance of rapid transit.

• Proportion of major public facilities (including universities, 
hospitals, large shopping centres) within walking distance  
of rapid transit.

1 As described in the Auckland Plan.
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3.1 Our existing network and improvements underway
Auckland’s current rapid transit network includes services on  
the electrified heavy rail network between Swanson and Papakura, 
as well as the Northern and Eastern busways. Key rapid transit 
projects across Auckland are also currently in various stages of 
development, as shown below.

Auckland’s current rapid transit network, including projects  
under construction which add new kilometres of rapid transit,  
is shown on this map.

These projects are led by a range of organisations, including 
Auckland Transport, Waka Kotahi, Auckland Light Rail, and KiwiRail 
(with support from other organisations). These projects under 
investigation are focussed on expanding the existing rapid transit 
network to support growth, improve access to centres, and offer 
alternatives to congested corridors. 

Key Rapid Transit Projects
Phase of development Projects (as of late-2023)
Under construction • City Rail Link 

• Rail electrification (Papakura to Pukekohe)

• Third main (Westfield to Wiri)

• Eastern Busway (Pakuranga to Botany)

Route protection • Airport to Botany corridor

Business case development 
(detailed)

• City Centre to Māngere

• Northern Busway enhancements

Business case development 
(indicative)

• Northwest rapid transit

• North Shore rapid transit (as part of the 
Waitematā Harbour Connections project)

Business case development 
(progamme)

• Rail network development plan

3.2 Future network development
Improvements to Auckland’s rapid transit network that are  
already under construction or have had their funding approved  
will significantly improve the reach, capacity, frequency 
and efficiency of this network. However, substantial further 
improvements are required if Auckland’s rapid transit network  
is to fulfil the role required of it in the future.

Key areas of focus for further improving the rapid transit network 
have been identified as:

• Expanding the rapid transit network to serve large parts of 
Auckland that currently have worse access to opportunities 
via public transport compared to other parts of the region, 
especially:

– northwest Auckland
– the wider Māngere area
– southeast Auckland
– future greenfield growth areas

• Increasing public transport capacity, especially:

– into the city centre generally 
– between the North Shore and the city centre
– in the central isthmus
– to Auckland Airport
– new track and fleet on the rail network

• Improving access to the rapid transit network and  
better integrating it with wider transport networks

• Fully realising urban development opportunities  
around the rapid transit network.

3. Our Rapid Transit Pathway  
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3.3 The future network
This map represents the overall long-term rapid transit network  
for Auckland. The key features of this network are:

• A well-connected network of corridors linking the main parts  
of Auckland, especially metropolitan centres with each other  
and with the city centre. The network extends into key growth 
areas to the north, northwest and south to provide these 
emerging parts of Auckland with high quality travel options.

• The heavy rail network, with City Rail Link completed,  
will continue to serve its existing catchment. Future investment 
will be required to enable this network to meet forecast 
demand and improve the quality of service for both freight and 
passengers (including express and inter-regional services). 

• A new light-rail network, serving three corridors to  
the north, northwest and south (Airport) of the city centre  
will be introduced. This new network’s high capacity will  
enable it to meet very high forecast demand in these corridors. 
Services will run through the city centre, so customers can  
travel directly from the North Shore to the northwest and  
Airport (and vice-versa). 

• Bus rapid transit will largely be focused on ‘orbital corridors’ 
which serve trips between key centres and nodes that  
have a lower level of forecast demand. It plays a key role  
in connecting to the rail-based corridors to deliver  
an integrated network across Auckland.

• A new rail corridor, connecting Avondale to Ōtahuhu to link 
together other corridors and serve a rapidly growing part of 
Auckland for passenger and freight purpsoes.
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3.4 Sequencing
Phase Corridors Delivered Comments

budgeted • City Rail Link and associated works

• NZUP rail projects (third main, Pukekohe 
electrification, Drury stations)

• Eastern Busway (Pakuranga to Botany)

First steps of 
wider network, 
largely reflects 
existing funding 
commitments

1 • City Centre to Māngere - part one 
(Onehunga) 

• Northwest light rail (City to Pt Chevalier)

• Airport to Botany interim bus rapid transit 
(Manukau to Botany)

• Next ‘step’ of heavy rail improvements 
(designations for capacity improvements  
on the rail network)

Further development 
of core radial 
networks and initial 
progression of 
orbital corridors. 
Focus on areas with 
greatest deficiencies.

2 • North Shore light rail  
(City to Smales Farm) 

• Further heavy rail network improvements 
(as per the Rail PBC)

• Northwest light rail  
(Pt Chevalier to Westgate)

• Airport to Botany -  
part one Botany to Puhinui

• Airport to Māngere - part two to Airport

Completing 
networks within 
existing urban area

3 • North Shore light rail  
(Smales Farm to Albany)

• Crosstown rapid transit  
(potentially phased)

• Upper Harbour bus rapid transit 
(potentially phased)

• Airport to Botany - part two to Airport

• Eastern Busway extension to Ellerslie

• Northwest light rail (Westgate to Kumeū)

Expansion to 
greenfield areas  
as required

For many corridors the first step to implementation may be 
through interim bus improvements, which are not identified above. 
This approach can help build ridership and public confidence in 
the network over time, ahead of major investment in the long-term 
rapid transit infrastructure. 
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4.1  Steps 
The ARTP’s network was developed through progressively 
answering the following questions:

• What rapid transit corridors are likely to be needed  
in Auckland over the next 30 years?

• What is the likely mode for each corridor to be used as  
the starting point for future business case development?

• How should delivery of the rapid transit network could be 
sequenced over time?

• How can we manage uncertainty about growth patterns 
 and future demand levels?

• How can the various agencies responsible for the delivery  
of the network work together to achieve the best outcome?

4.2 Identifying and assessing rapid transit corridors
The first step in developing this Pathway was to identify which 
corridors in Auckland will need to make up the rapid transit 
network over the next three decades. As discussed in the previous 
section, rapid transit has a particular role to play within Auckland’s 
wider public transport and transport networks, supporting 
transport and urban growth outcomes. Rapid transit also requires 
significant investment to deliver, meaning that it should only be 
used in corridors that really need it.

The starting point for analysis was the rapid transit network map 
shown on the following page, from the Auckland Plan 2050 and 
agreed as part of the 2018 Auckland Transport Alignment Project 
process by local and central government. 

Potential changes to this network were tested, including whether 
corridors identified in this map should be retained and whether 
any corridors should be added or amended. Key criteria used to 
test the suitability of corridors for rapid transit were based on the 
objectives identified in the previous section:

Rapid transit objective Criteria for assessing whether 
corridor should be part of the  
rapid transit network or not

Increase access to opportunities, 
especially to major and growing 
employment areas.

• Connections to major population  
and employment areas

• Opportunity to address significant 
deficiency in access to opportunities

Increase people throughput on 
Auckland’s most critical corridors

• Forecast corridor demand  
by public transport

• Forecast corridor demand  
across all modes

Increase the share of travel 
unaffected by congestion

• Current and forecast  
levels of congestion

Increase public transport mode 
share, especially for medium to long 
journeys, and reduce greenhouse gas 
emissions

• Opportunity to achieve mode  
shift to public transport

• Current mode share levels

Enable an integrated, efficient and 
effective public transport network

• Potential for improved public 
transport network efficiency  
and effectiveness

• Connections to other  
rapid transit corridors

Focus most housing and employment 
growth in centres, nodes and 
development areas

• Scale of growth potential in corridor

• Number of metropolitan centres, 
major employment areas and 
development areas served by corridor

Support high quality integrated 
urban communities

• Potential to support transit-oriented 
development opportunities in new 
and existing urban areas

 

4. How we developed the pathway 

Original Auckland Plan  
Rapid Transit Network 
Likely Mode

Heavy Rail

Light Rail

Bus Rapid Transit

Ferry

WaitematāWaitematāWaitematā

1817

Te Ara Whakawhiti Tere o Tāmaki Makaurau Auckland Rapid Transit Pathway
#6142



The assessment allowed corridors to be sorted into  
three categories, which informed the creation of network  
options in the next phase of assessment:

Status Corridors

Confirmed for inclusion 
in the ARTP

• Existing heavy rail network (Swanson to Pukekoke)

• North Shore (City Centre to Hibiscus Coast)

• City Centre to Māngere

• Northwest (City Centre to Kumeū-Huapai)

• Eastern Busway (Ellerslie-Botany)

• Airport to Botany

• Upper Harbour

• Crosstown

Potential future rapid 
transit corridors

• Onewa and Glenfield Roads

• Pakuranga Road

• Manukau Road

Unlikely to require 
rapid transit for the 
foreseeable future

• Sandringham Road

• Mt Eden Road

• Tāmaki Drive

• Remuera Road

• Great South Road

• State Highway One (Manukau to Drury)

• Mill Road

• Southern Auckland crosstown  
(Māngere to Ōtara and Flatbush)

• Manurewa (Rosscommon and Mahia Roads)

• Airport to Botany northern extension  
(to Howick or Highland Park)

Corridors assessed being unlikely to need rapid transit for  
the foreseeable future are still likely to need other public transport 
improvements over time, such as improved bus priority, enhanced 
service levels, and better customer facilities.
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Ferry

Ferries can operate with 
high levels of priority unless 
there is a significant level  
of other traffic operating  
on the waterway. Ferries can 
offer a fast and reliable travel 
option that can be attractive 

where land-based routes are significantly longer. Geographic 
features, including channel depth, coastal topography and tides, 
also influence the viability of ferries as a mode. High frequencies 
and a core role in the overall public transport network are key 
conditions for ferries to be considered rapid transit. The SeaBus 
service in Vancouver is an example of a rapid transit ferry service.

Rapid transit modes use vehicles of different sizes, and are able 
to operate at different frequencies (i.e. the number of services 
per hour). With higher capacity modes generally requiring much 
greater levels of investment, the most appropriate mode should 
generally be matched to the expected corridor demand, while  
also taking into account:

• Possible future growth in that demand,

• Aspirations for the future urban form of the area,

• Interconnectivity to the rest of the network, and 

• The need to provide a level of service that  
is attractive to customers. 

A summary of the ultimate ‘corridor capacity’ of these modes  
is shown in the diagram below:

The figure highlights that at some levels of demand there is 
flexibility to either serve a corridor with a lower frequency of 
higher capacity vehicles (e.g., rail-based) or a higher-frequency of 
lower-capacity vehicles (e.g., buses). In these cases, more detailed 
analysis is required to understand the maximum frequency of 
vehicles that are able to operate in a corridor efficiently and 
effectively. This analysis needs to consider the entire corridor, 
including stops/stations and capacity at each end for terminating 
and ‘turning around’ vehicles. Space for depots and vehicle storage 
must also be considered. 

Projected demand is not the only factor that should drive mode 
choice. In setting out proposed modes for each part of the 
network, the ARTP’s decision-making process also considered:

• Integration with existing and other planned corridors

• Alignment with land use plans and growth aspirations

• Cost and value for money

4.3  Identifying mode 
The choice of vehicle technology (and its associated corridor 
characteristics) – usually referred to as ‘mode’ – is an important 
decision that significantly impacts on corridor capacity, required 
level of investment, urban development outcomes and network 
integration. While the final mode decision for a corridor should 
occur through a robust business-case process, because  
the choice of mode for one corridor affects other rapid transit 
corridors, a ‘network view’ is critical. This network view should  
act as the starting point for more detailed, project-specific, 
analysis. Project specific analysis needs to make a compelling  
case for a different mode from what is signalled in this Pathway,  
and address any network implications.

Bus Rapid Transit

Buses running frequently 
with high levels of priority 
on dedicated busway 
corridors (segregated from 
other traffic) are rapid 
transit. Auckland’s Northern 
Express bus services are an 

example of bus rapid transit. Generally, these systems have high-
capacity vehicles (such as double-deck or articulated buses) with 
approximately 100 passengers per vehicle. Current bus rapid transit 
systems require drivers to operate.

Light Rail

Light rail is  
a medium-capacity  
rail system, with the ability 
to operate both on- and  
off-street (but always  
with priority). Light rail 
vehicles are modern trams 

that generally operate at higher capacity than Auckland’s historic 
trams. When operating frequently and with priority along their 
corridor and at intersections they are a form of rapid transit.  
New systems in Seattle, and many cities across Australia, are good 
examples of this mode as rapid transit. Light rail vehicles generally 
carry around 200 to 400 passengers per vehicle,  
but this can vary with design.

Metro

Metro is a medium-to- 
high-capacity rail system, 
always operating in  
a dedicated right-of-way 
(with no on-street running). 
Metro generally has a 
capacity between that  

of light and heavy rail. It has an exclusive corridor, unlike heavy  
rail trains which may share a dedicated corridor with freight and  
long-distance passenger trains. Because of this, metro can be 
driverless, which reduces operating costs and enables higher 
operating frequencies when compared to heavy rail. Vancouver’s 
SkyTrain system is a form of light metro transit. Metro capacities 
can vary significantly with design, but usually are around 400  
to 600 passengers per train.

Heavy Rail

Heavy Rail is form of rapid 
transit, given most railways 
are dedicated corridors 
with high levels of priority. 
Not all train services are 
rapid transit; some are too 

infrequent to be considered as such. Auckland’s suburban trains 
are rapid transit, but its inter-city trains to Hamilton and Wellington 
are not. Heavy rail can be a high-capacity system, when there is 
a limited sharing of track with freight and other trains and trains 
are operated frequently. Auckland’s current trains carry 750-1,100 
passengers per vehicle (varying by length). Auckland’s rail system 
requires drivers but there is potential for future automation.
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4.4 Determining sequencing 
Implementing Auckland’s rapid transit network will need to  
be sequenced over time, not just for affordability reasons,  
but also for reasons of practical deliverability, maximising  
land use integration opportunities, the need to response to 
changes in demand over time and to ensure value for money.

Sequencing decisions need to be made around:

• Which corridors should be sequenced ahead of others

• Which parts of corridors should be sequenced  
ahead of other parts of the same corridor

• Opportunities for ‘early interim improvements’  
ahead of major construction.

Key factors guiding sequencing decisions included:

• Severity of existing issues – This relates not only to where there 
might be overcrowding of existing public transport, but also 
where current service quality is relatively poor, mode share is  
low and reliance on cars is causing the most significant issues.

• Alignment with growth planning – Both in greenfield growth 
areas and regarding the timing of major development plans  
in the existing urban area.

• Practical considerations around deliverability – This includes 
considering what sections can realistically be constructed 
separately or need to be constructed together.

Four phases have been identified in this pathway. The sequencing 
refers to full completion of the corridor, noting that early interim 
improvements may be appropriate and necessary well ahead  
of these timeframes.

Phase Explanation

Budgeted Projects that are under construction or have confirmed funding.

1 Corridors that are the next priority for implementation after 
currently funded projects. Typically, these will address very high 
priority/urgency issues and align strongly with short-to-medium 
term growth plans, including capacity upgrades to rail.

2 Corridors that are expected to be required over the next 30 years 
under current growth plans but address less urgent deficiencies  
or where planning has not yet identified a preferred approach.

3 Corridors that will likely not be required within the next 30 years, 
unless growth patterns change from what is currently planned,  
but that are expected to be needed later. 
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4.5 Managing uncertainty 
The ability to manage uncertainty is critical to the success of  
long-term plans, such as those set out in the ARTP. This blueprint 
will need to adapt and evolve over time, as new information and 
new trends emerge. Uncertainty around the future does not negate 
the need for long-term planning and plans such as the ARTP 
can help to reduce uncertainty.

Key areas of uncertainty that are highly relevant to this  
Pathway include:

• Uncertainty about where and when growth and land use 
intensification will occur. As planning rules become much more 
enabling of growth and development, the number of different 
ways Auckland could grow over time increases significantly. The 
timing and location of growth play a major role in determining 
the likely level of travel demand, potentially impacting on where 
rapid transit may be needed, what the most suitable mode could 
be, and what the most appropriate timing for implementation is.

• Uncertainty about the impacts of new technology.  
Transport technology continues to develop and change around 
the world, especially through the greater use of automation  
and connectivity. Technological change in the decades to come  
may create new forms of rapid transit, provide opportunities 
to increase service quality or efficiency on existing rapid transit 
services, or may result in changes of demand that impact  
the type of rapid transit suitable for a corridor.

• Uncertainty around travel patterns and behaviour.  
The COVID-19 pandemic illustrates how travel patterns can 
change dramatically, through increased working from home, 
much lower levels of travel, and a much greater use of online 
shopping or other activities. How long it takes for these travel 
patterns to return to normal – if they ever do – is extremely 
uncertain. The extent to which people continue to regularly 
work from home, especially for office jobs usually located in 
major centres, will have a significant impact on the likely future 
demand for rapid transit and therefore the timing and necessity 
of these investments. While major centres may have reduced 
commuter demand, however, they remain critical destinations 
for other trip purposes (including access to education, shopping, 
health services, and entertainment) and so are likely to always 
require public transport provision.

• Uncertainty around funding availability to progress rapid 
transit. Less available funding would mean progress occurs 
more slowly and there may be a greater reliance on low-cost, 
interim improvements. More available funding would allow faster 
implementation, which is likely to be particularly necessary  
to achieve the very transformational emissions reduction  
goals set by the government and Auckland Council.

While the future is highly uncertain, requiring a level of flexibility  
to adapt to changing circumstances, it is also important to not  
be paralysed by uncertainty and make no progress – especially 
when Auckland is pursuing transformational change in areas such 
as reducing vehicle travel and emissions. Uncertainty can  
be managed through a combination of:

• Testing network options against a variety of growth scenarios,  
to understand how changes to growth affect demand on 
different rapid transit corridors, and therefore their potential 
mode or timing. The timing of some corridors (including the 
outer ends of the Northwest and North Shore corridors) is highly 
dependent on when growth occurs, whereas other corridors 
(like the Eastern Busway) are much more focused on addressing 
existing deficiencies and therefore less impacted by future 
growth patterns.

• Balancing a clear direction about how Auckland’s rapid  
transit network should grow over time with future flexibility  
for project-level work to refine the exact location, design, 
technology and timing of corridors.

• Promoting the ‘progressive implementation’ of rapid transit, 
where appropriate, so that a series of smaller-scale investments 
over time incrementally work towards delivering a rapid transit 
corridor, rather than relying on a single, very large, investment.
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Mode and Sequencing

Major expansions to Auckland’s heavy rail network through  
the addition of new lines and corridors appears to be extremely 
challenging, with multiple project-level business cases highlighting 
the high cost of extending heavy rail to places like the North Shore 
and Auckland Airport. Therefore, the future role of the heavy rail 
network is focused on continuing to serve its current catchments. 
There is potential for the Onehunga Line’s role to change over time 
as part of developing the ‘cross town’ corridor but determining 
when and how this change could occur requires significant further 
work.

Ongoing upgrades are required to the rail network across all 
phases of this Pathway’s implementation through a series of ‘steps’  
that progressively enable higher quality services. 

budgeted Phase One Phase Two Phase Three
City Rail Link 
and associated 
network upgrades 
(including trains 
and stabling).

Extension of 
electrification to 
Pukekohe and  
new stations.

Initial separation 
of passenger and 
freight services 
on parts of the 
southern line.

Removal of level 
crossings from 
southern and 
western lines.

Further 
separation of 
passenger and 
freight services 
on southern line.

Further trains and 
stabling.

Enabling limited 
stops services on 
southern line.

Further track improvements on 
southern line allowing “all-day”  
limited stop and express services.

Longer platforms allowing 9-car 
trains, maximising capacity of  
City Rail Link.

Further additional trains.

Further separation of passenger  
and freight services across  
the network, necessitating  
the Avondale-Southdown line.

5.1 Overview
This section provides a brief overview of different parts of  
the rapid transit network, setting out why they are needed  
and how they are expected to develop over time. For each 
corridor there is information on:

• The corridor and its strategic role

• The likely future mode, connections,  
and sequencing of the corridor’s delivery.

5.1.1 Existing rail network 

Description and strategic role

Heavy rail forms most of the existing rapid transit network  
and will continue to play a core role in the future. Ridership has 
grown strongly over the past 20 years, with Britomart Station,  
double-tracking of the western line, network-wide station 
upgrades, the introduction of electric trains, and the reorganisation 
of bus services to better connect with trains all contributing to 
continued passenger growth. Prior to the impacts of COVID-19, 
trains carried 22 million passengers per year in 2019. 

For large parts of east, south and west Auckland, the rail network is 
the primary public transport connection to other parts of Auckland 
and the city centre, with local buses providing connections to key 
train stations to expand the catchment of the rail network. 

Auckland’s land-use patterns mean the rail network must cater  
for both long-distance passenger trips between outer suburbs  
and the city centre, as well as local trips over shorter distances. 
Over time, a growing inter-regional passenger role to Hamilton, 
and potentially beyond, means the rail network will need to 
improve its ability to provide for fast longer-trips alongside  
‘all-stopping’ services through investment in additional tracks.

As well as its rapid transit function, Auckland’s rail network  
also plays a critical role in the national freight system. Increased 
demands from each of these roles over time will likely require 
separation of metro and freight trains, to improve reliability  
and capacity for both.

Many of Auckland’s town centres first developed along the rail 
network, which creates a significant opportunity for the rail  
system to support the redevelopment of these centres to higher 
densities and a wider mix of uses. Metropolitan centres like  
New Lynn, Newmarket and Manukau are playing a growing role  
as destinations for people using the rail network, which is expected 
to continue to increase over time as these centres develop. The rail 
network also passes through rural land in the south that has been 
identified for urbanisation, creating the opportunity for large-scale, 
best-practice transit-oriented development.

A major rebuild of the rail network is currently underway,  
to replace aged infrastructure and ensure the rest of the network  
is ready to realise the benefits of City Rail Link when it opens. 
Further investment in the rail network will build on this,  
guided by the following strategic goals:

• Increasing the passenger rail network’s speed and capacity 
to support mode shift and increased access to opportunities, 
through enabling and supporting higher train frequencies, 
express train services and longer trains.

• Enabling growth in rail freight, and improved reliability and 
resilience of passenger and freight services, by progressively 
separating these functions.

• Improving safety and customer experience, through ongoing 
station and access improvements, removing road/rail level 
crossings, and preventing unwanted access to the rail network.

The next 30 year programme of capacity and safety improvements 
to the rail network will be guided by the rail Programme Business 
Case, which has just been approved.
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5. The corridors in detail 

2827

Te Ara Whakawhiti Tere o Tāmaki Makaurau
#6142



5.1.3 Northwest  

Description and strategic role

This is a planned corridor connecting Kumeū, Westgate,  
Point Chevalier and the city centre, running next to  
State Highway 16 for much of its length. 

This corridor serves the northwest part of Auckland,  
which currently not well served by rapid transit and has  
little other dedicated infrastructure to support reliable services  
(as the existing Western rail line does not serve the northwest 
catchment). This means that northwest Auckland has relatively  
low public transport mode share, poor access to employment,  
and a very high reliance on a State highway corridor that  
often experiences severe congestion. Relatively low levels  
of employment in the northwest mean its residents face very 
significant access challenges, compared to most other parts  
of Auckland.

Interim bus improvements are extending bus shoulder lanes  
on the Northwestern Motorway and providing new transfer 
facilities at Lincoln Road, Te Atatū and Westgate. This will  
enable bus service improvements, but will not provide  
the levels of speed, capacity, reliability or service quality  
needed to function as a rapid transit solution.

Poor travel choice has contributed to development in  
the northwest being historically low density, and residents  
being highly reliant on private vehicles for transport.  
Significant intensification is enabled within the existing  
urban area, and large-scale greenfield growth is planned  
in the future urban areas of Red Hills, Whenuapai and Kumeū. 

Providing this growth area with good travel options early in its 
development is important in supporting higher density housing, 
as well as providing residents with reliable mode choice and the 
ability to avoid congested roads.

Rapid transit will support the ongoing development of  
Westgate as a metropolitan centre and key employment node,  
as well as the intensification of other centres along the corridor, 
such as Point Chevalier. Intensification around other stations  
along the corridor will contribute to fully realising the benefits  
of this investment and shaping a more sustainable urban  
form for Auckland.

Mode and sequencing

Past business case work has identified bus rapid transit and  
light rail as the modes most likely to be suitable for the corridor.2 
Bus rapid transit has advantages of being more easily staged  
but provides a less enduring solution and does not integrate  
as well with future City Centre to Māngere and North Shore rapid 
transit corridors. Work done for the ARTP’s development suggests 
that light rail should be the focus of further design work, due to  
the very high level of forecast demand and the significant city 
centre integration opportunities.

Improvements in this corridor should be sequenced over time  
as follows:

budgeted Phase One Phase Two Phase Three
Interim bus 
improvements

Introduction 
of a new light-
rail connection 
betwveen the 
city centre and 
Pt Chevalier  
(potentially 
staged for 
constructability).

Extension of 
new light-rail 
connection from 
Pt Chevalier to 
Westgate

Extension of 
new light-rail 
connection from 
Westgate to 
Kumeū/Huapai

5.1.2 City Centre to Māngere

Description and strategic role

This proposed rapid transit corridor links the city centre  
and Auckland Airport via Mt Roskill, Onehunga and Māngere.  
The corridor addresses growing bus congestion issues in the city 
centre, supports intensification of the central Auckland isthmus  
and Māngere, significantly improves Māngere’s access to 
employment and education, and dramatically improves access  
to Auckland Airport and its surrounding business areas.

The frequent bus services operating in the central isthmus are 
some of the busiest bus corridors in New Zealand. A step-change 
in public transport capacity and efficiency is required to support 
planned land use intensification in this area, as well as to enable 
and encourage on-going ridership growth, and help to support 
mode shift and emissions reduction goals. Such a step change 
cannot be provided by existing bus services, as this would  
require a greater volume than the city centre can accommodate.  
Without this step change, increased travel times to and around  
the city centre will negatively impact Auckland’s productivity  
and liveability. 

The corridor will also improve access to growing employment 
areas, including at and around Auckland Airport, the wider 
Onehunga area, and the city centre. Without this major increase 
in capacity the road network will be overwhelmed and not be able 
to function effectively, limiting access to and productivity of these 
employment areas. 

Providing a step-change in improved access along this corridor, 
combined with significant investment by Kāinga Ora in Mt Roskill 
and Māngere and Auckland Council in Onehunga, creates a rare 
opportunity to significantly address Auckland’s housing challenges 
in a way that is well aligned with achieving a quality compact urban 
form. If growth does not occur here, there will be greater pressure 
for development at the urban edge and in rural areas of Auckland.

Rapid transit is also expected to trigger upgrades to the 
streetscape amenity of the centres on the route, supporting 
their role as key community hubs and helping to encourage 
intensification along the corridor.

Mode and sequencing

Business case work has confirmed light rail as the preferred mode 
for this corridor, after considering many bus, light metro and heavy 
rail options in detail over the past decade. Forecast future demand 
levels are high (5,000-7,000 passengers per hour in the morning 
peak in 2050), meaning that bus improvements alone are not  
a feasible long-term solution. 

Some tunnelling is anticipated along the corridor, and the extent 
and alignment of this will be confirmed by the next phase of design 
work on the corridor. The next phase will also confirm sequencing 
of the project, including whether some sections should be staged 
ahead of others.

This corridor will provide the first stages of infrastructure for  
the wider light rail network, which will include future expansion  
to the North Shore and Northwest corridors. 

Improvements in this corridor should be sequenced over time  
as follows:

budgeted Phase One Phase Two Phase Three
part one -  
to Onehunga

part two -  
to Airport

Onehunga

Puketāpapa

Airport

Wynyard

Māngere

Te Waihorotiu

Maungawhau
Wynyard

Lincoln Rd

Westgate

Pt Chevalier

Kumeū

Te Waihorotiu

Maungawhau

2 Note that the 2017 Indicative Business Case identified bus rapid transit as the preferred solution but did not investigate city centre constraints, which are a critical factor in driving mode choice.
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5.1.5 Upper Harbour

Description and strategic role

This corridor links north and west Auckland, connecting the 
Western Line at Henderson with the Northwest rapid transit 
corridor and the North Shore rapid transit corridor. The corridor 
is expected to follow Lincoln Road, State Highway 16 and State 
Highway 18, and will need to be refined by further planning work. 

The corridor’s key task is to provide a high-quality and direct 
public transport option for trips between the North Shore and 
West Auckland. Existing bus services performing this task are 
relatively indirect, slow and unreliable. This means public transport 
is generally not seen as an attractive option (particularly outside  
of peak times). 

Northwest Auckland is growing quickly, through  
new developments at Hobsonville, Whenuapai, Red Hills and  
Kumeū-Huapai. The Upper Harbour corridor will also improve 
access to two ‘nodes’ identified in the Auckland Plan 2050, 
Westgate and Albany, as well as the metropolitan centre of 
Henderson.

High quality transport links in northwest Auckland are  
particularly important because West Auckland has  
a shortage of jobs compared to its residential population,  
while major employment opportunities exist on the  
North Shore. This results in significant commuter flows  
out of the area, including to the North Shore, which will  
increase congestion on the existing network until quality 
alternatives are provided. As well as providing employment  
access for people living in the northwest, it is also important  
for this corridor to encourage more jobs into the northwest  
(by improving the area’s accessibility) and therefore reduce 
pressure on key transport links to other parts of Auckland.

Mode and sequencing

Bus rapid transit is expected to be the preferred mode for  
the corridor. Forecast demand is relatively low (compared to  
other corridors) and well within the capacity of this mode.  
The route may need to run parallel to the Northwest light rail  
line between Westgate and Lincoln Road, meaning there may  
be potential to share infrastructure between these corridors  
if this can be accommodated in the design. 

Improvements in this corridor should be sequenced over time  
as follows:

budgeted Phase One Phase Two Phase Three
Lincoln Road 
bus priority 
improvements

Potential interim 
improvements 
as part of the 
Northwest 
corridor’s delivery

Corridor 
implementation 
(potentially 
staged for 
constructability)

5.1.4 North Shore 

Description and strategic role

This corridor links the Hibiscus Coast, North Shore, and the city 
centre. The Northern Busway currently extends along part of  
this corridor, between Akoranga and Albany.

As the primary north-south public transport corridor for the wider 
North Shore and growing Hibiscus Coast area, the North Shore 
corridor has significant strategic importance in providing fast, reliable 
and high-capacity travel. This significance will only increase as the 
population of its catchment increases through intensification of key 
locations like Takapuna and Albany, as well as the urbanisation of  
the Dairy Flat future urban area. 

The busway in its current form is expected to run out of capacity 
within the next two decades, even with station upgrades and other 
efficiency improvements. At least 12,000 people per hour in the 
citybound direction are expected to use the corridor in the 2050s, 
among the highest forecast demand of any rapid transit corridor  
in Auckland.  

The Northern Busway’s location adjacent to the motorway, bypassing 
Takapuna and only serving the northeast edge of Albany, has to date 
limited its impact on the North Shore’s urban form and attractiveness 
for trips other than those to and from the city centre. Enhancing 
connectivity for a wider variety of trips, especially access to Takapuna 
and Albany as the North Shore’s two primary centres, is a key  
long-term goal. 

Rapid transit also needs to play a greater role in supporting 
intensification on the North Shore, especially in the Albany and 
Takapuna metropolitan centres and at Smales Farm. This will also 
enable future urban areas near Dairy Flat to develop in way that 
supports transport choice and quality urban outcomes. 

Mode and sequencing

The very high level of long-term demand in this corridor means that 
a rail-based mode is required as the primary rapid transit connection 
from the city centre to at least Albany. To enable connectivity through 
to the City Centre to Māngere and Northwest corridors, and to make 
use of the current Northern Busway corridor and its geometric 
constraints, light-rail has been selected as the likely mode. This will  
be confirmed through upcoming design and business case processes 
(as part of investigating connections for a range of modes).

The core light-rail corridor may need to be supplemented by 
continued bus rapid transit services to provide sufficient  
cross-harbour capacity and to serve parts of the North Shore  
(e.g. the western North Shore’s Onewa Road catchment) that  
are not easily served by light-rail (and bus feeder routes to  
light-rail). The busway may also have a key role during the  
phased introduction of light rail, enabling buses from the  
northern catchments to continue running before rail  
is extended to serve them. 

Improvements in this corridor should be sequenced over time  
as follows:

budgeted Phase  
One

Phase  
Two

Phase  
Three

Improvements to the 
Northern Busway system, 
including increased 
station capacity and city 
centre bus priority. 

New light-rail connection 
between city centre and 
the lower North Shore.

Extension of the new  
light-rail connection from 
the lower North Shore 
towards Albany.

Milldale

Takapuna

Wynyard

Albany

Constellation

Smales Farm

Te Waihorotiu

Cross-isthmus
route and mode 
to be determined

Onehunga

Puketāpapa

Airport

New Lynn

Sylvia Park

Hobsonville

Henderson

Botany
Pakuranga

Milldale

Takapuna

Papatoetoe

Wynyard

Mt Albert

Papakura

Pukekohe

Drury

Māngere

Avondale

Lincoln Rd

Albany

Ellerslie

Penrose

Puhinui Manukau

Manurewa

Ōtāhuhu

Panmure

Westgate

Constellation

Smales Farm

Ormiston Rd

Pt Chevalier

Waitematā

Swanson

Kumeū

Te Waihorotiu

Glen Innes

Karanga-a-hape

NewmarketMaungawhau

Hobsonville

Henderson

Lincoln Rd

Westgate

Constellation
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5.1.7 Airport to Botany  

Description and strategic role

This is a planned rapid transit corridor connecting Botany, 
Manukau, Puhinui Station (for connections to the Eastern and 
Southern lines and inter-regional services) with Auckland Airport. 

Suburbs along this corridor are highly reliant on private vehicles 
and the area’s existing rapid transit connections focus on trips 
towards the city centre. Local bus connections, especially between 
Manukau and Botany, have limited priority and as a result are less 
reliable than areas with quality infrastructure. The rapid transit 
corridor will improve connections between these centres, offering 
competitive travel times with private cars. It will also enable 
reorganisation of the local bus network, with connections between 
local and rapid services offering improved travel choice.

There is significant potential for intensification along the corridor, 
especially in Manukau and Botany metropolitan centres. Improved 
public transport access to these centres will support their transition 
from being highly car-dependant. Rapid transit will also support 
intensification of the more suburban sections of the corridor, 
particularly along Te Irirangi Drive. 

Rapid transit will also support employment growth in the airport 
precinct. Poor transport choices currently limit development 
potential at the airport, as potential employees are put off by  
the limited and unreliable transport options. Intensification of  
uses at the airport will support increased employment in  
the wider South Auckland area.

Mode and sequencing

Bus rapid transit is the preferred mode for the corridor, due to 
demand and stage-ability. Initial bus improvements have been 
implemented between Puhinui and Auckland Airport along  
State Highway 20B, Puhinui Road and Lambie Drive. 

Further improvements in this corridor should be sequenced  
over time as follows:

budgeted Phase One Phase Two Phase Three
Service 
improvements  
and targeted  
bus priority

Interim bus 
priority Manukau 
to Botany

Airport to Botany 
- part one Botany 
to Puhinui

Airport to Botany  
- part two Puhinui 
to Airport

5.1.6 Eastern Busway 

Description and strategic role

The eastern busway extends Auckland’s rapid transit network into 
the wider east Auckland area. The first stage of the busway from 
Panmure to Pakuranga opened in late 2021, with the next phase to 
Botany confirmed in funding plans. In the longer-term, the busway 
will be extended west from Panmure towards Ellerslie, to connect 
with the southern railway line.

A lack of reliable and fast services contributes to east Auckland 
having very low public transport mode share, relative to the wider 
region.3 The busway will be used by multiple bus routes, with a key 
role being to connect people to Panmure Station, where a transfer 
to the train provides a high-quality connection to the city centre 
and other destinations. 

Much of east Auckland (especially areas east of the Tāmaki 
River) developed with a low-density and car-based urban form, 
contributing to low levels of public transport use. Combined with 
limited local employment opportunities, the area’s car dependency 
has resulted in significant congestion on Pakuranga Road and  
Ti Rakau Drive at peak times and overall lower levels of access  
to employment opportunities. 

The corridor will help to support changes to the area’s urban form, 
by enabling improvements to public transport that will support 
more medium and high-density development, as enabled under 
the Auckland Unitary Plan. Botany is zoned as a metropolitan 
centre that can support significant commercial and residential 
development. Pakuranga town centre can also support a mix  
of uses at higher densities. 

Mode and sequencing

Bus rapid transit is the appropriate mode for this corridor. Forecast 
demand is within the bounds of this mode, and the busway’s ability 
to be used by routes from multiple corridors (and enable them to 
connect directly with the rail network) is a key reason this mode is 
preferred. Another mode would force people wanting to connect 
to trains at Panmure to transfer twice and reduce the attractiveness 
of the network. 

Building on already completed sections, further improvements  
in this corridor should be sequenced over time as follows:

budgeted Phase One Phase Two Phase Three
Pakuranga to 
Botany busway 
implementation

Interim bus 
priority 
improvements 
between Ellerslie 
and Panmure

Extension from 
Panmure to 
Ellerslie

Botany
PakurangaEllerslie

Panmure

3  Howick local board had 6% PT mode share for travel to work, compared to the regional average of 11% at the 2018 census. 
The average of the local boards of the Auckland isthmus is higher still, at 15%. 

Airport

Botany

Puhinui Manukau

Ormiston Rd
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Onehunga

Puketāpapa

New Lynn

Sylvia Park

PakurangaMt Albert

Avondale

Penrose

Ōtāhuhu

Pt Chevalier

5.1.9 Emerging long-term corridors 

Testing of the ARTP included a range of corridors, including  
some which could form part of the rapid transit network  
in the future but are not considered to be a priority within  
the timeframe of this pathway. Three of these corridors  
are the most likely to require rapid transit in the longer-term.  
Until then, continued improvements to existing bus services  
on these corridors should be made. Increasing use on  
these corridors can help to build the case for future rapid  
transit investment.

1. Onewa Road

This is a key bus corridor for the lower North Shore, serving both 
the Glenfield Road and Birkenhead areas. The current transit lanes 
carry more people (primarily on buses) than the regular traffic 
lanes do at peak times. These lanes are fit for purpose in the short 
to medium term. 

In the longer term, the introduction of North Shore light rail may 
open up new opportunities to better serve the western part of the 
North Shore (including Northcote, Birkenhead, Glenfield and Beach 
Haven areas), improving access to the city centre and other parts 
of the North Shore. The best time to undertake further work on this 
corridor will be when there is greater clarity on the form, function 
and timing of delivering North Shore light rail. 

2. Manukau Road

This corridor serves a range of destinations, including  
the Newmarket metropolitan centre, Greenlane Clinical Centre, 
Epsom, Royal Oak, and Onehunga. Land use change in these areas 
may increase demand to a level beyond which the existing bus 
services on the corridor will not be able to cope. In the short to 
medium term, there will be improvements to  bus services and 
walking and cycling, but there is the potential for rapid transit in 
the longer term.

This corridor could potentially connect with the City Centre to 
Māngere corridor at Onehunga to provide a direct connection 
towards Auckland Airport and ease pressure on inner parts of that 
corridor. If built as the same mode, there is potential that services 
from both corridors could share infrastructure south of Onehunga. 
At the northern end, significant further planning would be required 
to determine how best to integrate this corridor with the wider 
rapid transit network in the city centre. 

The best time to undertake further work on this corridor will 
be after the City Centre to Māngere corridor has been fully 
implemented. 

3. Pakuranga Road

The first stage of the Eastern Busway runs along the southern  
end of Pakuranga Road. While the rest of the busway will then 
travel along Ti Rakau Drive, future demand on Pakuranga Road 
may justify a branch of the busway continuing towards  
Highland Park and Howick. The need for full rapid transit is  
likely to be driven by land use change generating a need for  
a higher-quality system. 

The best time to undertake further work on this corridor will be 
after the Eastern Busway has been fully implemented. 

5.1.8 Crosstown 

Description and strategic role

This corridor extends across the southern part of the Auckland 
isthmus, aiming to link rapid transit corridors serving west 
Auckland with those that serve south and east Auckland.  
Further planning work is needed to confirm the corridor’s  
extent at both its western and eastern ends, alongside  
developing a preferred alignment and mode. 

The corridor has the potential to play a critical role in Auckland’s 
overall rapid transit network by linking together several ‘radial’ 
routes travelling towards the city centre and enabling a much  
more connected network. This will significantly improve travel 
choice and make the wider rapid transit network useful for  
a much greater range of trips. 

This part of Auckland has very significant growth and 
redevelopment potential. Substantial redevelopment is already 
underway in many areas, including New Lynn, Avondale,  
Mt Roskill, Three Kings, Royal Oak and Onehunga. There is also 
potential to provide connections to Sylvia Park at the corridor’s 
eastern extent. There are also large areas of publicly owned land  
in the area that could be redeveloped, creating potential to  
integrate this rapid transit corridor with major redevelopments  
to maximise the benefits of both investments.

Mode and sequencing

Further planning work is needed to confirm the extent and mode 
of this corridor. While forecast demand is likely to be within the 
capacity of bus rapid transit, light rail will be provided for some 
sections of the corridor as part of the City Centre to Māngere 
project, which could be leveraged if light rail was used as the mode 
for this corridor instead. 

Additionally, this corridor also encompasses an already designated 
KiwiRail designation which spans much of this route. This presents 
a promising opportunity for Heavy Rail to be utilised for this route 
serving both passenger and freight strategic needs.

The Rail Programme Business case considers the future needs 
of the Heavy Rail network and, should a rail line be developed 
for broader passenger and freight network enhancements, this 
designation could be leveraged as a key RTN link.

Improvements in this corridor should be sequenced over time  
as follows:

budgeted Phase One Phase Two Phase Three
Corridor 
implementation 
(potentially 
staged for 
constructability)

Onehunga

Pakuranga

Howick

Onewa

Constellation

Newmarket
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6.3 Public transport network integration 
Over the next decade there will be improvements to the wider 
public transport network, with the likes of the City Rail Link and 
better feeder bus frequency coming online. However, there is still 
significant room for improvement. Investment should continue to 
improve rapid and frequent networks. There should be a strong 
focus on improving the transfer experience, with recent investment 
such as Puhinui Station providing a great example to follow.

Depending upon geography, distance from the City Centre and 
density of other RTN opportunities, a supporting bus network is 
able to significantly increase the catchment size around an RTN 
Station. Within the urban area the supporting bus services can 
make the station accessible to a catchment of typically up to 5 
kilometres. An example of a station with high transfer in Panmure 
with over 40% of train passengers having transferred from bus.

It should be noted that in addition to allowing transfer between 
the feeding bus services and the RTN service, the RTN station does 
also facilitate bus to bus transfers. At Panmure there is a higher 
percentage of people making bus to bus transfer than bus to train.

Across Auckland the quality of the transfer experience varies. 
There is a need to make the transfer from the feeder bus system as 
easy and seamless as possible for people. It is important to make 
the transfer:

• Obvious with clear site lines and good wayfinding.

• As short as practically possible and with a view  
to minimise the amount of vertical movement.

• In an environment that is safe with good shelter. 

In the majority of cases, it will be necessary to terminate the feeder 
bus services at the RTN station. To facilitate a good passenger 
experience transferring there is a need to cater for the buses and 
drivers at the RTN station, in particular it is ideal to:

• Have sufficient bus stops for the number of services arriving / 
departing from the station

• Separate the layover location from the active bus stops for 
dropping off / picking up passengers.

• Ensure that the distance between the bus stops and layover 
location is kept to as short as practically possible.

• Ensure that there is sufficient layover space for everything  
from breaks between services, ten-minute breaks, 
lunch breaks, with convenient facilities for drivers.

• Enable top up recharging of the buses batteries during longer 
service breaks.

A well-designed terminus facility for passenger and buses enables  
a more efficient / cost effective bus operations. The challenge  
is to make sure the facility works well with the urban realm  
at the station.

6.1 Introduction
Implementing this pathway over time will considerably expand 
the reach, capacity and attractiveness of Auckland’s rapid 
transit network. Upgrades to rapid transit corridors need to be 
complemented by ongoing improvements to how people access 
rapid transit stations, whether this access is by walking, cycling, 
feeder buses, park and ride or other modes. Land-use integration 
is also a critical part of improving access to public transport, by 
enabling and encouraging more people to live, work and visit 
locations that are easily accessible by the rapid transit network.

6.2 Improving station access
Stations provide customers the means of access rapid transit 
services, which generally make up the main leg of their journey. 
For a station to be effective, it should enable a seamless transition 
between that main leg, and first and last legs of the customer’s 
journey. This means stations should:

• Have universal walking access, bike and micro-mobility facilities, 
well-designed connections to local buses and suitable car drop-
off and pick-up points. 

• A quality customer experience, making the rapid transit network 
convenient, accessible and attractive. 

• Be well integrated with their local areas, creating thriving and 
sustainable neighbourhoods.

There are different types of stations that serve different strategic 
functions, based on their role in the network and their location. 
How customers access their station will vary depending on its 
context. All stations need to cater for a range of accessibility needs. 

Rapid Transit Station Access Study

Auckland Transport has assessed existing station access and 
experience across the rapid transit network, including an analysis 
of existing facilities, customer experience, the ease of transport 
access and the land use around each station. The goal of this work 
was to provide guidance for improving station experience and 
access, with the long-term aim of improving station access across 
the network.

This work aimed to identify:

• Deficiencies across the network for access by mode, station 
experience and land use integration, and priority locations for 
investment.

• The key function of each station and the associated  
‘ideal’ state for customer experience, access and integration

• How access to transit can be improved for all users, and  
the high-level steps that need to be taken to enable well-
functioning urban environments around rapid transit stations. 

• The planning and infrastructure needed to support our growth, 
climate, transport and urban development aspirations. 

• A tool for stakeholders to achieve a common understanding of 
the current state of the network’s stations and starting point 
from which to take future decisions together.

This study will inform the development of the rapid transit network, 
including upgrades to existing stations and the design of new ones.

The way forward for station access

Auckland Transport is developing a business case to seek funding 
for a range of improvements to accessing rapid transit stations 
across the network. This will be the basis of a ten-year programme 
of improvements across all rapid transit stations, as well as ferry 
terminals. This programme will consider improved active mode 
facilities at, to and from stations, improved public transport 
service levels, facilities for private car travel, improved wayfinding 
and accessibility for all users. It will also consider system-wide 
interventions such as rideshare / bikeshare / carshare, digital 
solutions and Travel Demand Management (TDM).

This is an opportunity to get alignment between projects being 
delivered across Auckland by AT and others, and to identify 
opportunities for a ‘dig once’ approach, to minimise disruption  
to customers across the network.

6. Accessing rapid transit 
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Alignment to  
Development Areas

Future RTN

Development Areas

Future Urban Areas

4  https://knowledgeauckland.org.nz/media/2453/auckland-monthly-housing-update-09september-2022.pdf

6.4 Land use integration
More intensive urban development is already enabled and 
encouraged around most of Auckland’s rapid transit stations, 
through higher-density zoning in the Auckland Unitary Plan,  
and the identification of ‘development areas’ in the Auckland Plan.  
In recent years around 13% of all new dwellings consented have  
been located within the one kilometre walking catchment of  
the rapid transit network:4

The National Policy Statement on Urban Development (NPS-UD) 
enables further intensification around rapid transit stations, by 
requiring high density zoning allowing development of at least six 
levels within their walkable catchments. 

Building on the NPS-UD, additional steps that could be taken to 
further encourage growth in locations near rapid transit are:

• Auckland Council and Central Government investigate how 
financial incentives (e.g., development contributions) should  
be used to encourage growth close to rapid transit.

• Encouraging public urban development agencies  
(such as Eke Panuku and Kāinga Ora) to focus on areas close  
to rapid transit.

• Taking steps to remove other barriers to growth  
(including non-transport infrastructure constraints)  
in areas close to rapid transit.

Council has just approved a new Future Development Strategy, 
which sets out the priority development and future urban areas for 
the region. These are shown on the following figure, demonstrating 
good alignment between planned rapid transit and development/
intensification.

Dwellings consented inside RTN walking catchments

12 Month rolling 
within 500m

12 Month rolling 
within 500 - 1,000m

12 Month rolling 
within 1,000 - 1,500m

% within 1,500m  
in the Last 12 months
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7.4 Funding 

7.4.1 What our pathway might cost 

Implementing this pathway will be the largest area of investment  
into Auckland’s transport system over the coming decades. 
Estimating costs over such a long time horizon is extremely  
difficult and there are many ways in which costs could change  
over the course of undertaking more detailed planning and design 
work (e.g. decisions around whether or not to tunnel sections of  
a corridor).

Because such significant investment will be needed to implement 
this pathway, careful staging and sequencing is required to 
help improve affordability over time by smoothing the level of 
investment. The sequencing outlined in this pathway also seeks  
to provide longer-term certainty to the wider delivery sector,  
so that capacity and capability can be built up over time –  
leading to long-term cost efficiencies.

7.4.2 Current funding

Rapid transit was the largest area of investment in both the 2018 
and 2021 versions of the Auckland Transport Alignment Project 
and will continue to be a significant component of overall transport 
investment plans. ATAP 2021 allocated $7.6 billion for rapid transit 
over the next decade, broken down as follows:

• Rail network improvements: $4.6 billion
• City Centre to Māngere and Northwest corridors: $1.9 billion
• Eastern Busway: $880 million
• North Shore improvements: $125 million
• Airport to Botany corridor: $76 million

Current funding arrangements for rapid transit projects (i.e. 
the share of funding from difference sources) are generally 
determined on a ‘case-by-case’ basis, broadly guided by which 
organisation is the project lead. ATAP 2021 assumed a higher share 
of Government funding for rapid transit projects to reflect their 
national significance, although affordability constraints have made 
implementation of this assumption challenging.

7.4.3 Clarifying funding arrangements

Rapid transit’s high cost and unclear funding arrangements have 
led many projects to be funded on a bespoke basis, often including 
Crown grants. This has led to significant variability between 
projects, and a lack of certainty the undermines efficient progress 
on implementing Auckland’s rapid transit network. 

Rapid transit has several unique characteristics relevant  
to the development of an enduring funding framework:

• Very large and complex investments that take many years  
to plan, design and construct

• Generate widespread benefits across many different 
beneficiaries

• Inter-generational benefits

• Often developed as part of wider urban development 
programmes

• Often need to be built ahead of demand, to shape urban 
development and travel patterns

• Funding arrangements are of strong public and political interest

Clarity is required on several matters:

• How funding is split across different sources  
(e.g. Crown, the National Land Transport Fund, local share, etc.)

• How to avoid perverse incentives, such as funding arrangements 
incentivising poor corridor location

• How to provide appropriate levels of longer-term certainty,  
given the long timeframes for planning and delivery

• How to appropriately explore new funding mechanisms  
(e.g. value capture)

Government is undertaking a wider review of how transport is 
funded in New Zealand. The outputs of that work are likely to 
be relevant for rapid transit and will be incorporated into future 
updates to this pathway.

7.5 Next steps  
The ARTP is Auckland’s pathway. It is a technical piece of analysis 
which represents a clear indication of where rapid transit is needed, 
when and in what form. Auckland Transport and Auckland Council 
will use the ARTP to advocate to government for funding and to 
ensure that as projects progress that they align to this integrated, 
whole-of-network view.

There are a number of projects, initiatives, and assessments 
currently underway. When they are completed they will need to  
be assessed against the ARTP and incorporated. 

7.1 Roles and responsibilities of agencies
The planning, funding and delivery of rapid transit in Auckland 
requires effort by multiple agencies within central and local 
government. These are complex initiatives that often do not neatly 
fit into traditional divisions of responsibility across agencies, 
leading to project-by-project solutions for recent rapid transit 
projects like City Rail Link (which has been established as  
a separate entity, jointly funded by the Crown and Auckland 
Council rather than via Waka Kotahi).

Looking ahead, a clearer and more consistent approach to  
the planning, funding and delivery of rapid transit is essential  
if progress in implementing Auckland’s rapid transit network  
is to be accelerated. Rapid transit projects are often extremely 
complex and significant, requiring deep expertise across a wide 
range of technical issues. Work by the Ministry of Transport  
is underway to clarify rapid transit roles and responsibilities,  
with the outcomes of this work being incorporated into  
a future update to this Pathway.

In the meanwhile, current arrangements will need to continue for 
existing projects. Strong alignment and collaboration across the 
different organisations that play a role in rapid transit planning 
and delivery will continue to be essential, regardless of future 
arrangements. 

7.2 Roles of mana whenua
The iwi mana whenua of Tāmaki Makaurau, as partners with  
the Crown under Te Tiriti o Waitangi/The Treaty of Waitangi,  
have an important role to play in the development of the rapid 
transit network. Central and Local Government agencies work  
with mana whenua on the development of individual corridors  
of the network, to ensure that their views and expertise are 
included in the corridor’s planning and design.

Mana whenua recognise the benefits rapid transit has, in providing 
improved access to opportunities for communities, including 
hāpori Māori. They support improving access for Māori, including 
those who are not mana whenua in Tāmaki Makaurau, as well 
as for Pasifika communities. Mana whenua also support a social 
procurement approach to the development of the rapid transit 
network, which should include Māori and Pasifika businesses.  
In addition, as noted above, mana whenua have their own 
commercial aspirations, and support the development of the rapid 
transit network in a way that supports these aspirations. This may 
include providing rapid transit access to their land which they are 

seeking to redevelop. 

The ARTP’s development included engagement with  
mana whenua, and their input is reflected in this section,  
as well as other parts of this pathway. Mana whenua see  
their role on rapid transit projects as:

• Being kaitiaki for the environment – advocating for positive 
environmental outcomes as part of projects. This includes 
ensuring infrastructure is designed and constructed in  
an appropriate way and includes aspects that benefit  
the environment (such as improvements to water quality  
as part of stormwater treatment systems).

• Having deep knowledge of their local rohe – ensuring that 
infrastructure and services are delivered in a way that is 
conscious of and respects the history and culture of the area  
and its people. 

To perform these roles, mana whenua expect to be represented  
in projects at both:

• A governance level, to enable them be part of decision-making 
processes and steer the direction of the project. 

• A technical level, to understand and contribute to the details  
of the project’s development. 

As part of their involvement in projects, mana whenua may  
choose to gift names for infrastructure which reflect the history 
of the local area, and which contribute to a unique Māori identity 
for Tāmaki Makaurau. Mana whenua also encourage this to be 
achieved through the incorporation of Māori design principles.  
The design of Puhinui, Manukau and Ōtāhuhu Stations are 
examples of where this has been done successfully.

7.3 Route protection 
Some level of planning and design work is underway for most  
of the corridors identified in this Pathway. A key focus over the 
next few years is to complete this work to a level that corridors  
can be legally protected through statutory planning processes.

In some cases it may be decades before these rapid transit 
corridors are fully implemented. However, route protection  
is an important tool to minimise future property acquisition  
costs and provide a level of certainty to the community about 
future intentions. 

7. Implementing the pathway 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Stormwater structure, more accessible transport for general public. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Building cycle lanes, reduce regional programs, events. 
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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? 

Better and safer roads and better public transport. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Reduce cycle lanes. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 

group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 

to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer captain cook and Marsden wharves. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

Support 



#6364 
 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

Support 
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Please ensure council to provide quality services. 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōtara-Papatoetoe 

 

Ōtara-Papatoetoe Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōtara-Papatoetoe in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Through grants, support community-led 

events and initiatives that create safe 

neighbourhoods and promoting active 

living, sustainable practices. 

 

 

Support activities to increase social 

cohesion, neighbourly connections, better 

outreach to people from smaller ethnic 

groups and connect newer settlers to local 

services. 
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Increase youth empowerment through 

supporting leadership and training 

programmes as well as prioritising youth 

engagement. 

 

 

Identify and promote ‘Play advocacy’ for 

local opportunities in projects that can 

provide spaces for play in places beyond 

playgrounds. 

 

 

Continue to support and look to increase 

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 

increased local economic outcomes for 

small to large businesses. 

 

Tell us why 

Continue increasing community for ethnic women, seniors. 

 

7c. What do you think of the Ōtara-Papatoetoe proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Be transparent regarding current/future revenue gathering activities like speed 

cameras. How much money is being made from this and where it can be spent to 

benefit all aucklanders 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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Less wreckless spending like cycle lanes and pedestrian crossing speed bumps. I'm a 

cyclist but i can see that people are not interested in cycling lanes. I agree with them. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

The majority of aucklanders don't want more cycling lanes. I'm a cyclist and i agree. 

There are other ways of promoting road safety for all road users 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

public transport safety for public transport drivers and passengers. Too many incidents 

of people being attacked, robbed or intimidated. People want use public transport if 

they feel unsafe 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

pedestrian crossings and cycleways. planter boxes 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

We need a diverse range of stadiums around auckland. If anything, more events need 

to be held there. Eden Park and Mt Smart Stadium don't have problems having events 

showcased. Why not have the same at North Harbour 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)? 
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Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

We should not be selling any assets to overseas interests. If anything, it should be 

made available to aucklanders/new zealanders to invest in. Selling assets to foreigners 

has proven to be the biggest mistake that has been proven overseas. 

 

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: 

I don't have a problem with leasing land. Better to keep it and lease versus selling it. 

 

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: 

Pay off all outstanding debts before investing it in funding council services or investing 

in the proposed auckland future fund 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

DO NOT SELL ANY ASSETS. THAT IS CRITICAL TO AUCKLAND/NEW ZEALANDS 

FUTURE 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 
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Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

That could be used to host some sort of public space where people can walk around. 

Maybe some shops as well and various eateries 

 

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: 

The port is a beautiful location that could be utilized for something that all Aucklander's 

can be proud of and use. A waterfront stadium could be the crown jewel for Auckland. 

Host events and with a quality public transport system, you could provide an amazing 

experience that could be lucrative as well. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 
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Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 
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Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Very Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 
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Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

Ever since it was decided that the light rail 

would not include Mangere Bus 

Interchange, that has been considered as a 

kick in the guts to the mangere community 

who could have benefited from having 

fellow aucklanders stopping on the way to 

the airport and 

Tell us why 

Ok but it needs more detail. Its very simplified for something over the next 10 years 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Do not sell our assets. Especially to overseas interests. Surely there are kiwis that 

would be interested in investing in Auckland Council
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Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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? 

More accessible transport for women and seniors from ethnic communities. 

Community food hub. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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Free regional events and make it user pay so people can afford. Reduce regional 

programmes 

 

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? 

Better and safer roads. 

Better public transport. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Reduce cycle lanes 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Redevelop the areas that can be properly used for sports and local events by local 

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: 

It seems to set a better direction for the city 
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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: 

Stays with council 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: 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and marsden wharf 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
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increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Transportation is the main concern please ensure that public transport is improved in 

the next 10 years 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōtara-Papatoetoe 

 

Ōtara-Papatoetoe Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōtara-Papatoetoe in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Through grants, support community-led 

events and initiatives that create safe 

neighbourhoods and promoting active 

living, sustainable practices. 
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Support activities to increase social 

cohesion, neighbourly connections, better 

outreach to people from smaller ethnic 

groups and connect newer settlers to local 

services. 

 

 

Increase youth empowerment through 

supporting leadership and training 

programmes as well as prioritising youth 

engagement. 

 

 

Identify and promote ‘Play advocacy’ for 

local opportunities in projects that can 

provide spaces for play in places beyond 

playgrounds. 

 

 

Continue to support and look to increase 

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 

increased local economic outcomes for 

small to large businesses. 

 

Tell us why 

Increase community services for ethnic women and seniors 

 

7c. What do you think of the Ōtara-Papatoetoe proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

continue partnership with local board and community groups 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
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Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

 

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, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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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. 
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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, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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 less 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

transport in South Side, focus on less afluent communities 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Bike lanes in areas that aren't in South 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

Tell us here: 
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4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

I don’t know 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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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. 
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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, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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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. 
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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, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do 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? 

Safer streets - trim vegetation around main road thoroughfares.  Cape Road and Orley 

Avenue intersection is a death trap 

Better management of cycle lanes (timtams are dangerous) 

Focus on solving traffic congestion 
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Fix water leaks as they are reported 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

better Communicate with the rate payers 

Better work with Marae 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

This will focus on reducing cogestion and carbon emmissions 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Consultant. Reduce outsourcing. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

No one uses North Harbur stadium. It is a white elephant. Reduce residential 

developments and focus on aesthetics 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 

why sell your assets in a recession ? makes no logical sense 

 

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: 

maintain control of the port. because it belongs to auckland 

 

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 planning 

 

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: 

why bother investing in rail. The crl effort is yet to be shown. 

The port is an asset for auckland 
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5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

The port is part of auckland 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support all priorities 
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Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Not Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Fairly Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Fairly Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

in mangere you have mataatua marae who 

are doing the work of mana whenua and yet 

we are not considered mana whenua. The 

mana whenua group in mangere are not 

prepared to involve themselves with local 

cultural intiatives which are important in the 

area. 

Tell us why 

Great. Mangere is fast becoming a hub for all purposes. Transport, SHopping mall and 

recreation. 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Because food is getting more expensive to buy, the Council should be supporting 

initiatives eg. panting a mixture of fruit trees/ bee trees and small natives, so houses 

do not get permanently shaded, and also plantar veggie/herb boxes. The fruit, veggies 

and herbs should be available for anyone to get to help healthy eating and enough 
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food , if supplies run short. Starting in the poorer places of Auckland will help 

immensely, especially when toxic trees have been planted by the Council. 

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: 

Safe Cycleways are imperative to schools , work , universities and sports fields and 

access across Auckland City - north- south, east to west,. Raised speed bumps are 

bad for people with injuries and disabilities, and bad nacks and necks. i think raised 

pedestrian crossings especially round schools is a good idea. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Safe cycleways and fast public transport transit tracks/roads 

 

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: 

sports teams use the grounds and local people who want to walk the dog and play. 

North Harbour Stadium needs to have more events in their building where they can 

charge a minmum amount like 
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4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Auckland City is the largest City with the most people so it seems reasonable that 

Auckland has a Port that  is close to logistic centres - there are 2 other sites which 

would fit this. An Auckland Future Fund is a good idea, but surely Akl Council gets 

yearly returns from the investment in AIAL which also may be future proofing. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

There is a danger with removing control of the Port ownership - where overseas 

unknown investors may purchase the port for nefarious activities - I like the option but 

this is a risk, as we found with selling our electricity. 

 

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: 

I think we have to think of beyond the 3 years as we know floods and droughts and 

viruses are likely to become more regular as the climate warms up. Allwe can do to 

reduce our emissions - eg. more rapid regular public transport and cycleways with 

wide coverage. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 



#6610 
 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

The only problem I see, by transferring Captain Cook and Marsden Wharves to the 

Council will be the access through the water control. If these wharves can be used for 

more logistics ships in between all the large cruise ships 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

for the reasons above 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 
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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, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 
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Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Very Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 
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Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

These factors are all good for enhancing 

community and caring and  fruit trees and 

plantar boxes as well as native plants, as 

food isgetting more and more expensive, so 

peoplewill go hungry. 

Tell us why 

I think it is very good to plan long term - rqther than yearlu/3 yearly. this welp future 

Mayors and Council Boards to assist their action plans. 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

No



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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? 

no 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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not a realistic option in today environment, however, there has to be better 

efficiencies/use of spends. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

The wasteful spend on unnecessary projects needs to stop and common sense 

applied. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

I would go as far as saying that some of the people making these stupid decisions 

need to be held accountable, this make costs Aucklanders, but the long-term savings 

and increased productivity of the region will soon pay for this. 

 

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: 

Pointless having a significant venue sit vacant for long periods, sale what's not 

needed, open it up for more use through changes to operational management. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 
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Don't really understand enough about this, I like the Council's proposal but the 

ramifications of this sale if it went ahead are unclear, will Aucklanders miss out on 

other benefits or future potential capital growth which can be used to fund other 

services? 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Is there an option to retain ownership and lease the operations of the ports for a 

shorter period (i.e. 20-25 years) that still provides a worthwhile upfront payment. This 

would allow Council to review the arrangement/performance sooner and act 

accordingly. 

 

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: 

85 / 15% Split (80% invested in Auckland future Fund and 30% in services). Obviously 

investing these funds can generate a significant return, equally important is they can 

also suffer losses, so by having a small amount guaranteed for services, some things 

still get done with certainty. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

The Future Fund is a good initiative but needs absolute clarity of all aspects, including 

competent management. Other significant Council owned assets could be evaluated 

and considered to contribute to this fund, i.e. leasing more land. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 
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Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

$110m is a lot of money but not in the wider scheme of things, having a beautified 

waterfront can attract more money through development and tourism, meanwhile not 

significantly impact the operations or value of the port. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Returning this asset to council could have future benefits but this is not clear, and it 

should be. What is clear is that lots of money now and in the future will be lost. Either 

you quickly establish how this asset will return a greater yield than the ports, otherwise 

it's status quo and tried to renegotiate sooner. No body wants more trucks on the road 

now or in the future. 

 

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 

Support 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

no 
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Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 
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Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Very Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

I don't know 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 
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Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

The priorities reflect the needs of the community; however, I would like to have seen; 

advocate to the Governing Body to ensure adequate infrastructure is in place before 

approving housing intensification as this is already creating major issues and with 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Whilst having a say is extremely important, I suspect many people won't simply 

because there is a lot to read and then understand how the proposed changes will 

impact you as an individual/family and then the wider community. I don't know how to 

avoid this but it needs to be made simpler so more voices are heard.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Other 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Transport  

Pacific events 

Youths  

Housing 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 

group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 

to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

Support 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

Support 
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 
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restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Very Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 
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Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 

debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support 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? 

increase inner city biodiversity on council land 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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less speed bumps 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

more people using PT means less emissions and less congestion 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

red light cameras. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

less roads 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

sports stadiums are white elephants that don't stack up financially. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 

Council doesn't have the funds to increase their ownership percentage and can't own 

the company to then lease the land and add to council finances that way. 
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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: 

I don't believe that private operation would make things better for aucklanders 

 

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: 

the returns can be used for transport projects 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 
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Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Not Important  
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

With some investment the local town centre 

can be a safer place 

Tell us why 

I agree with them 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

no



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 

debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Investing in our public transport system is important. I think T3 lanes are often better 

than bike lanes on key roads to better connect the city for cycle commuting, as well as 

dedicated cycle lanes where there is going to be road works anyway. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Do we really want to have no shareholding (no say as shareholder) over the airport? 

The fund is a good idea, but not sure about the full divestment. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

I don't know 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-
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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. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Very Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 
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Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Fairly Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Not Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

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? 

Reduce rates it’s too high at the moment as owners have to sell there house.. can’t 

afford 

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 making reading on towns 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Too much money spent on street roadinig 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Towns roading 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Stop town roadings 

 

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)? 

 

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 
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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). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Too much money spent on making towns looking good no narrows treets



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do 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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I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Waste of space as it stands, Auckland needs a Test Cricket Ground 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 
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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. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

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? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-
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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. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Not Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Fairly Important 
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Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Not Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

poor 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Focus is on creating efficiency within existing transport networks but what about 

creating more transportation options for under served communities such as South 

Auckland, who lack the frequency or infrastructure compared to other regions within 

Auckland. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Increasing bus frequency, express buses in order to encourage public to rely on 

transportation as a safe and accessible means of transportation. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

CR, does not need architecturally sound waterfalls and decorations. It needs to be like 

the London tube, no frills, transports commuters from A to B safely, that is all. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

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, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

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? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

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. 

 

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 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Very Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Very Important 
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Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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 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? 

Nope no prepare to pay more 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Everything that is proposed 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

With the current living situation best to all ride it out together rather than getting us to 

pay more. You guys live. A better life and income but doesn’t mean everyone is. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Nope 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

In conclusion less paying the better 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 

group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 

to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

Do not support 
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the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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: 

it is common sense 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

public transport for free so the public use it more 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

cycle ways 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

change is good with new ideas 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 

makes sense 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

Support 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

Support 
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 
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restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Fairly Important 
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Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Fairly Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

Good to prioritise safety, health and 

wellbeing of the community, which includes 

employment. 

Tell us why 

Ok 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

None



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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 As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Update sport clubs eg: netball courts, club rooms.  

Playgrounds in local parks  
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and 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? 

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? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

I don't know 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

I don't know 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-
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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. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Very Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 
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Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 

debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community 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? 

Planting trees on road sides where there is room. Building paths through green areas 

(eg especialy to decrease walking distances to train/bus services. Eg connecting 

Lenore Foreshore reserve to saville road would make the otahuhu train station walking 

distance for hundreds of additional households. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Spending on parks and urban improvements in areas that are already affluent and 

have good ammenities. Eg, Takapuna town centre was upgraded again while other 

areas in Auckland are in much worse state than it was. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

All of the suggestions are good ideas. There needs to be a replacement for the 

cancelled light rail system as a high priority. South West Auckland has poor public 

transport and cycling options to the city. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

A cycle route from Onehunga to the City. The existing SH20 cycleway to waterview is 

great, but most commuters are going to the city. The current options in that direction 

involve riding in crowded busways with a lot of traffic lights. Something like the western 

cycleway that now has tunnels and bridges at most crossings would greatly improve 

the speed and safety of cyclists commuting to the city. 

 

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)? 
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I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

It's very hard to evaluate this as a ratepayer. It seems likely that it will result in some 

level of decisionmaking too heavily influenced by private intrests. However the overall 

concept is sound. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

The council operating the port is probably not in the best interest of ratepayers. 

Leasing the land seems to be a better option provided that the rent is actually a good 

ROI compared to other options. 

 

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: 

Council services shouldn't be affected by ups and downs of the shipping industry. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 
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Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

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? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 
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Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 
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Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Fairly Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Fairly Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

All of these priorities are "community led" 

which indicates little actual support or 

funding from council. 

Tell us why 

While the Fairer Funding model appears to be a step in the right direction, more 

money needs to be allocated for capital expenditure in historically underserved areas 
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to bring ammenities up to the same standard across Auckland. This should mean 

some years 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Overall this plan is ok. The najor gap is that paying to maintain existing transport 

infrastructure is great, but large parts of Auckland are underserved by the existing 

system. We should prioritize implementing public transport to these areas over 

spending further on upgrading existing services.



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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 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? 

I am happy for very modest charges to be introduced on libraries, museum, swimming 

pools, parks etc. The users should expect to pay a little and support them.bike lanes, 

redoing roads and footpaths unneccesarily, the exorbitant CRAZY price of things like 

painting a crossing, totally totally totally ridiculous and unjustifiable. 
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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 wGes you pay senior managers, everyone above 150,000 should be frozen for 

next 10 years and people over 200,000 should have an immedite 10 to 20% paycut 

and then frozen. I also don't think councillors are always operating in the best interests 

of the city, have good advice then act on it. 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Sounds sensible, I think a peak hours charge could be introduced encouragi g people 

to start earlier and later and finish earlier latet. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Lets encourage cat pooling, sharing, all the 1 person 1 car thing on motorways needs 

changing. Enforcement of no trucks in residential areas its gotten ridiculous. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Get rid of it, they had money at the changeover and spent it, pat for it themselves or 

bye bye, we need one functioning stadium for league, rugby, soccer, everything else 

bye bye, especially the money pit of Eden park 
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4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Government problem, if they want control of our airpoet and its biggest cities entry and 

exit point they should pay 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

The council has shown no ability to control POA, so lease it then have the council 

exercise eeal contro, legally and through the lease do ument,l, blame the govt. that set 

it up this way and work around it, need a clause for renogotiation should profits 

become bigger. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

Have best advice decide, Shamubeel Yaqub 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Take best advice, but i do k ow that most people in Auckland wont benefit in their 

suburbs by having more flash projects in the city, thats gone  give it up and be more 

modest 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

See above 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

Support 
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 
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Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 
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Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

Not why, but i dont support the bikeways, 

we do t use them, waste of money and is 

jamming roads up while hosing is 

intensifying, our roads are to gi to work in 

as work isnt in our suburbs for most of us 

Tell us why 
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7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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 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? 

No 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Pls do best 
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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? 

No 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Buses 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 
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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: 

No 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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 

Do not support 
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increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 



#7342 
 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

No 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

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. 

 

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 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Fairly Important 



#7342 
 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Fairly Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Fairly Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

Good 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

No
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 

group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 

to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

Overseas ownership will take control of the port and profits aways from Auckland 

people. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Council should only focus on providing and maintaining basic civic services  like water 

supply and drainage, public transport, and public services like libraries.   Do these 

more and well. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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Get out of investments, debts and unnecessary splurges. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Leave road building and development to Central government.  Large investments 

especially infrastructure should come from Central Government. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Unnnecessary splurges. Mayor and councillors  need to think as if they are spending 

thier own money. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Get the Central government to do 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)? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

No need for future fund as it will only be used as splurge fund by Mayor and 

councillors.  Public will never get anything out of it. 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 

group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 

to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

Though I do not want Councils to invest in properties or assets like businesses I am 

agreeable for Council to maintain this only because the asset is already 100% owned 

by the Council. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Use it to maintain and improve Public transport.  Instead of making big speeches about 

environment and sustainability please do something and show in action. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

Council should keep itself to the basic role it was intended for, ie. Public service for the 

rate payers.   Public funding by way of rates/taxes should be a 'contribution' model and 

not 'coercive' one.  Council is acting like a greedy investor/business and also in an 

authoritarian way fleecing rate payers and splurging the 'hard-earned' money of rate 

payers on fancy and wasteful spendings.   Always live within means. Spend within the 

income generated from rate payers. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 
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Tell us why: 

See my explanation above in 4(b)about ports and wharves. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

See my explanation in 4(b) above. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

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 

Support 
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businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

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? 

Stick to basics. Avoid waste of time with these kinds of selective questions designed to 

get your desired answers. 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 
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Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 
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Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I do not support any priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Not Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Not Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Fairly Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

Local boards/Councils need to stick only to 

basics.  Look at what you have done on 

Thomas Road.  In the guise of building a 

cycle way you have just narrowed the road, 

built boulder size concrete blocks on both 

sides for a path which is never used.  What 

a 
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Tell us why 

Stick to basics.  Try getting rid of local boards as one Council for the city is enough to 

take care of basic needs. 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Get rid of local boards. Waste of money and duplication.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 

group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 

to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

The port is a taonga belonging to the people it is not for sale. 

 

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? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

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: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do 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? 

Due to the current economy people cant afford to pay more. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 

group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 

to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

Support 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 
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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? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 
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address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 
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Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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? 

Transport - do more public transport and alternative to cars.  But LESS for cars.  

Safety - keep with the raised crossings, kids lives are more important than old people 

having to slow down a bit 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Roads, just stop making new ones. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Keep with the safety improvements. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Public transport.  Congestion won't ease until there are alternatives to cars 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Roads 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Not interested in the stadium, although you could knock it down and build the RC track 

again, that was heaps better than a stadium 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 
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I'm undecided.  It needs proper protection from Wayne Brown and future mayors who 

will raid it to lower rates.  I don't think that Wayne's numbers stack up, rather they are 

based on herioc assumptions like National's tax plans 

 

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 strategic asset and needs to be publicly controlled.  Its essentially a 

monopoly, and when a corporation gets control they will no doubt maximise their profits 

at the expense of everyone else.  Also it means we can't move the port.  Also, NZ 

needs a national port strategy at Central Govt level which would be much harder if it 

was leased 

 

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: 

Make sure dividends are reinvested as appropriate first, then invest in the fund.  Don't 

use it as a cash cow as that will end up with sweating the assets (like Watercare) and 

we all lose in that scenario 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 
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Tell us why: 

Seems stupid to have that prime land not available for better 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: 

The port should really move... 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Pay as you go rubbish is stupid, creates an admin nightmare for no gain 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 
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Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 
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Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Very Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

Facilities and services seem very run down, 

we need investment in everything 

Tell us why 

Unsure 
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7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Just be honest about the costs and increase rates accordingly.  We have 30 years of 

underfunding to make up for - look at death taxes so those who haven't paid their 

share over the last 30 years will start to make up for it!



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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  

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? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 

group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 

to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

Support 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 
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address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Very Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 



#7702 
 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Spending less hours on the road getting to and from work helps with your traffic 

management proposal 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Not right now 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Reduce speed bumps as too many on one street rethink where to place these to 

reduce costs 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Copy the model used in Australia for greater use of the stadium 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 



#7770 
 

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? 

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. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 
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Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Very Important  
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

All good causes for the community to 

benefit long-term 

Tell us why 

Good initiative 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Do your best to keep our residential land rates down!!!
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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  

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Get rid of the higher level employees who sit in offices and play on computers 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

cycle lanes are a total waste of money. They're not used by cyclists, are a danger to 

cyclists, pedestrians and motorists alike 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Repair footpaths which are falling apart and stop replacing footpaths that are perfectly 

ok 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

placing cones and "fixing" roads and paths which don't need fixing 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

If the present system doesn't work or is too expensive, find someone with cheaper 

ideas and who actually does some work 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 

group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 

to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

Do not support 



#7782 
 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

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. 

 

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 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Fairly Important 
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Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community 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? 

Public transport from the airport for tourism. 

Sport facilities in central Auckland 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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Food recyling should be optional. I don't want to use it or pay for it. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

don't need raised ped crossings. 

Need pre efficient transport esp south to Mangere bridge/mangere etc. That bridge is 

getting blocked every day now. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

I think it make sense. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 
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Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Not Important  
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Fairly Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Fairly Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

The newish bus lane crossing the Mangere Bridge northbound has caused a lot of 

congestion in Mangere Bridge and it is barely used by buses. There are only a couple 

of buses that use it and it blocks up the whole of Mangere Bridge. I think it should be 

taken away to allow better traffic flow.



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

cycle lanes 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 

group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 

to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

Support 
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we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 
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address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 
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Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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 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? 

Stormwater, wastewater, and the Making Space for Water programmes must be 

prioritised. Having experienced effects of the 2023 storms in Auckland, it is extremely 

disappointing to see that the Council is even contemplating the option of not 

undertaking further increases in resilience against flooding. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

Support 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

Support 
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu,Whau 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 
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restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Fairly Important 
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Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

Whau Local Board Priorities 

 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Whau in 2024/2025? 

I 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 
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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. 

 

Fairly Important 

We will continue to undertake governance-

level engagement and collaboration with 

mana whenua and the other west Auckland 

local boards. 

 

Fairly Important 

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. 

Very Important 

We will consider accessibility and inclusion 

across our services, engagement, and 

other initiatives. 

Very Important 

 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Whau proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

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? 

Council has no business funding movies /music in parks ,funding school holiday 

programmes , funding parades 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

WE do not need more raised crossings and cycleways 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

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. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

Support 
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from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 
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Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Not Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Fairly Important 
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Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Not Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

I object to paying extra rates for free entry 

to swimming pools It is most unfair 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 

debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do 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 all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

Do not support 
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we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 
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address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Not Important 
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Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Fairly Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 

debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Flood prevention in mangere new development area 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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Wasting ratepayers money 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Everything auckland tried doesnt work. Jst wasting money all the time! 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Flood prevention! 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Unnecessary stuff that does not help residents living in flood prone areas! 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Flood prevention in flood prone areas more important! Dont consent building on flood 

plains to seklf developers then ignore the flooding problems since akl anniversary! 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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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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: 

Council needs to do a better job at preventing floods in akl! 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

Sort out the flooding probkems! 

 

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: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

I don't know 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 
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Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

Other 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

I don't know  
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Fairly Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

I don't know 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

Main focus should really be flood prevention 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

I want to see progress.. since flooding this area has become aucklands ugliest suburb. 

It has affected a lit of first home buyers negatively



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 

debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community 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? 

manage stormwater management to minimize flooding. fix drainages. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

I don't know 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

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. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 
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address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 
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Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 

debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support 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? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

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 

Other 
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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.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

WQTR - do not decrease funding.  Water quality in wterways & harbours must 

improve. 
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Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 



#8038 
 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Very Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 
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Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

Well-balanced between needs of natural environment and community. 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

In general, we haven't yet managed to reverse a downward trend in environmental 

health.  The many initiatives to protect & improve native biodiversity need increased 

support.



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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 As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 

group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 

to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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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? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

Support 
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programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 
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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? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 
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address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

I don't know  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 
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Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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 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? 

Making sure function is the most important component in designs (e.g. not building 

covered ways that might look aesthetically pleasing but do not keep the rain out) 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Need to give people options, make taking public transport easy for all (including 

tourists) but also acknowledging the many/most Aucklanders do need cars for at least 

some of their transport needs. Some initiatives like raised pedestrian crossings are not 

the most pressing issue to be spending money on and reducing speeds could be 

achieved in other ways like school speed zones. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

I don't live on the Shore and have not used 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: 

I think it is important for the council to maintain ownership of key assets and be able to 

influence the future development (in many different ways). 



#8121 
 

 

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: 

As per answer to the airport question I believe it is important to maintain ownership of 

key assets and services to be able to influence future direction. I would prefer the 

lease option for the Port over the sale of the airport shares if they money is really need 

to avoid more debt. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Split the profits and dividends, some going to the Auckland Future Fund but at a slower 

rate of growth. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

North Shore Stadium always seems to have struggled. If something needs to go 

perhaps that could be an option to consider before doing so with the port or airport. 

 

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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Based on the information provided it would have minimal impact on the port operations 

and profits. They could then be used to generate other profits for the council. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

I'm not convinced that removing port operations makes sense if it will be replaced by 

rail and trucks (it's not removing the requirement for transport of goods and is just 

shifting an issue from one location to another), e.g. will add to the number of trucks on 

the roads. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

I don't know 
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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. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 



#8121 
 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 



#8121 
 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Not Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Not Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Fairly Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

The safety of our people is key and 

providing environments and activities for 

residents to come together and foster the 

community is important. Other initiatives like 

those related to climate, mana whenua and 

employment are not the highest priorities at 

p 

Tell us why 
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Most of the priorities listed are not my idea of essential activities, they are more nice-

to-haves. Ensuring there is adequate street lighting, reducing crime and roaming dogs, 

well maintained footpaths and council pools and libraries are considered a hig 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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 As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

I don't know 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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 As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

I don't know 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-
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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. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Fairly Important 



#8208 
 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Fairly Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 

debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community 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? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

Support 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 
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address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Not Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Fairly Important 
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Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

I don't know 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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 services and safety 

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 safety no tax 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Avoiding cars 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

No 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

Support 
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the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

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? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

I don't know  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

I don't know 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

I don't know 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

I don't know 
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Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

I don't know 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 

debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community 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? 

Public Transport (eg Light Rail, effective bus services.) I believe better public transport 

will encourage more people to use it (and while it is a fine balance to achieve) and 

reduce our reliability on our road network, allowing freight services to operate under 

higher efficiency and supporting the backbone of our city economy, giving everyone a 
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way to get around on time and allowing goods and services to get to their destination 

on time, helping prevent lack of items. 

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: 

See above (what I would spend more on) 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Above 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

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. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

I don't know 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu,Puketāpapa 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 
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Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

I don't know  
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

Puketāpapa Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Puketāpapa in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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Invest in opportunities to support local 

community leadership. 

Fairly Important 

Invest in climate change response 

initiatives and support volunteer groups 

working on local environmental restoration / 

protection and climate action programmes. 

Very Important 

Consider our investment in facilities and 

services to see if there are opportunities to 

do better. 

Very Important 

Support initiatives that improve and 

encourage walking and cycling 

opportunities. 

Fairly Important 

Help coordinate and support local business 

groups. 

Fairly Important 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Puketāpapa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 

2024-2034? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 

group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 

to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

I don't know 



#8272 
 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 



#8272 
 

6b.  Do you have 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? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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 As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 



#8285 
 

 

Tell us here: 

Its too hard to say as depends on what the initial futures fund would be, who would be 

overseeing, if it was making profit and was run with a board as a tight running business 

then it could pay for itself and fund council services but depends on who is in charge 

 

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: 

I feel there are better places to use our funds at this point 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Again I just wonder if this is the season to be investing in this 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

I don't know 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-
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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. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 
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Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Fairly Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Fairly Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

The bike lanes and development around 

Mangere Bridge has felt like a waste of 

money and is disappointing that from what I 

hear most of us locals were against it, have 

lost parking outside our homes and now 

need to look out for cars and now bikes 

speeding 

Tell us why 

Need a safety plan, don't feel as safe this last year as I have the 7 years earlier 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

 

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, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support most priorities 
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Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Very Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

Kiwi Esplanade speed limit 

Please ensure this extends all the way along kiwi esp. The section from Boyd Ave. Has 

become a "race" track. 

Pls renew bikes give way to pedestrians along the walkway. 

Coronation rd cycle track..cyclists do not walk their wheels 
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7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Please see previous box
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 

debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development 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? 

Do less of "Protecting Assets" for which the elected members of Auckland Council 

have no competency as natural owners and which have nothing to do with "actions 
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required of us by law" and do not even appear in question 1b above. Auckland Council 

should exit these assets and focus on its core role. Auckland Council is not a fund 

manager and ratepayers can procure their own investments. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Auckland Council is working against itself by stopping a regional fuel tax funding tool. 

The proposal still seems to prioritise roads for cars rather than for the people and 

communities. This is not a linked-up strategy optimising a transport system needs to 

start with facilities for childrens' schooling and childrens' activities as this is a huge 

driver of congestion. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Think about how to optimise children's recreation facilities and link these to public 

transport. Public transport needs to optimise for the correct questions. 

Spend more on changing behaviours through switching some roads to T2 and public 

transport only, including motorway on ramps that are not appropriately spaced, e.g. 

Mahunga Drive to be T2 and public transport only.. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Spend less on expanding roads please. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

We need super sized community sport and recreation venues that can be supported by 

public transport. We also need to use these facilities' buildings intensively for 

community activities such as meetings, music lessons, clubs etc. 
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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: 

Sell assets that are not core the the statutory responsibilities of the council and pay 

down debt, and stop wasting elected official time in mismanaging these assets. 

Ratepayers are able to invest savings themselves from lower council debt and lower 

rates. Auckland Council has no mandate to manage a fund and should disgorge its 

hoardings. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Council should not be in the business of owning a port. A mixed ownership model may 

be appropriate to drive performance if there is no appetite for a concession. Mayor 

Brown to do as he promised and move the port. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Do not support the council having a fund when ratepayers can invest into their own 

funds. No confidence in council having a slush fund and buffers to financial discipline. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 
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Tell us here: 

Self insurance seems the only sensible rationale for a fund but need to explore other 

arrangements that may be better, e.g. is there a viable New Zealand council sector 

solution rather than each council setting up funds. Do not support holding council 

assets in funds as this is mixing purpose as self insurance requires liquid assets. Sell 

non core assets. If port land is core then sell the port operations. 

 

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 no point doing this if it is not going to be put to public use in a timely manner. 

 

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: 

Yes, as this will focus the port on efficient operation and pressure increased efficiency 

in transport to and from the port. This should prioritise rail and heavily toll truck 

movements. Do this now. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-
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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. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Fairly Important 
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Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Not Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

Safety will be a consequence of promoting 

a successful community so the objective 

should be focusing on the positive things, 

such as clubs, sports, activities and keeping 

things well maintained and cared for. Safety 

is like treating headaches rather than 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 

debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1. With so many major changes, the Council probably needs to spend more on public 

communications. I see comms as a vital part of the work programme because you will 

need community buy-in and it helps ratepayers see the Council as being transparent.  

2. More protected cycleways that link up, please. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

1. I do not support reducing funding for Kiwirail upgrades and maintenance, because 

we desperately need Kiwirail to work as soon as possible.  

2. I do not support reducing transport funding for growth areas. I live in Māngere which 

is a growth area, and transport options are terrible. There is no way to get to the CBD 

without a few bus changes and long wait times. There is no train. The community here 

really needs better transport options. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

1. Improving cycleways and pedestrian crossings 

2. Transport reliability and ease of access 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Future rapid transit network (RTN) investigations and northern busway growth 

removed. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

If it is under-utilised then I agree that parts of the Stadium land could be sold to fund its 

redevelopment. However, I would like to ensure that the Stadium (including playing 

fields) continues to benefit the community, schools and children. 
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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: 

I do not agree with selling off more shares in the AIAL. I support keeping public assets 

in public ownership as much as possible. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 

group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 

to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

I do not agree to establishing an Auckland Future Fund 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

The profits should go directly back to funding Council services and benefitting the 

community. 

 

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? 



#8494 
 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

1. I do not support devaluing Ports of Auckland. 

2. I do not support having to use trucks and cars to compensate for the shrinkage of 

Port operations. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

As above. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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 

Support 
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 
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Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 
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Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Very Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

Agree with all the priorities. However, transport is missing - as in, we need better 

transport options to the CBD. 
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7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 

debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development 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? 

Build an open air, salt water pool at Māngere Bridge.  More and more people are 

swimming in Māngere Bridge but the window is very short (only about 1 hour each side 

of high tide).  A deeper tide refreshed outdoor pool would give a much longer period for 

recreational swimming. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Also keep the blanket 30 km speed restrictions around school areas.  Ours (around 

Waterlea school, Māngere Bridge has been a god send and has already probably 

saved severe accidents if not lives. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Walking, cycling and fee public transport 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Not sure if it is council or Government but do not proceed with Mt Wellington / 

Onehunga link motorway.  Instead spend a fraction of the cost upgrading and widening 

Neilson Street and building state of the art on off ramps at each end, especially the 

Onehunga end (that maintains the integrity of Onehunga) 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 
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Tell us why: 

Selling profitable shares does not give you "free money". Keeping the shares (and 

some say over the airport as a shareholder) and borrowing against them for a Futures 

Fund makes far more economic sense. 

 

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: 

Please retain ownership and operation of the Ports of Auckland.  It is finally in good 

shape after years of shambolic governance and leadership.  Best to keep this all under 

council control especially as alternatives to the current port location are being 

investigated. 

 

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: 

Or some could be used for Auckland Futures Fund. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 
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Tell us why: 

POAL has expertise at running the Port.  The council through Panuku has the 

expertise to engage in major development projects. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Depends what is happening to the Port and what the needs of the Port are. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 
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Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 
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Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Very Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Fairly Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Fairly Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 



#8559 
 

Add a priority to increase the value and usibility of the Māngere bridge Esplanade.  It, 

Along with Ambry farm has a high use rate for walking and cycling.  However there is 

little use made of this area for swimming due to its tidal nature.  The developme 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 

debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

A saltwater public swimming pool for Mangere Bridge 

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: 

Support all except stopping the cycleways and raised pedestrian crossings 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Cycleways and walkways 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

Council should continue to owns shares and have a say in Auckland Airport 

 

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: 

It is an asset that council should continue to have a say in, 

 

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: 

This is an income stream that council should use for development and protection of 

public 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: 

Using part of the port land for public good 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 
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Tell us why: 

Depends on what port operations are needed 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the 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. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

 

 

Investing in the maintenance and renewal 

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 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Very Important  
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

Mangere Otahuhu needs every bit of 

support it can get to help it thrive 

Tell us why 

I would like to see a saltwater public swimming pool for Mangere Bridge 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

As previously indicated  public swimming pool for Mangere Bridge, utilising the 

harbour, is much needed.  

Keep the 30km speed limits in this area. They have been wonderful for children and 

the elderly.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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  

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? 

increase chicanes/horizontal deflections for safety 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

to encourage walking and cycling, need measures to improve pedestrian safety such 

as raised pedestrian crossings 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

Tell us here: 
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4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu,Manurewa 
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Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

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 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

Safety action plan needs to include 

pedestrian safety, particularly on Great 

South Road, Otahuhu, Mangere and 

Massey Roads. 

Tell us why 

Priorities need to include pedestrian safety, particularly on Great South Road, 

Otahuhu, Mangere and Massey Roads. 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 
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Manurewa Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 

on crime prevention, safer communities and 

injury prevention. 

 

Fund and support activities that include 

older people and foster their community 

participation with a specific focus on 

reaching older migrants. 

 

Invest in community led projects and 

initiatives that respond to social connection 

and cohesion, build climate resilience and 

contribute to climate action. 

 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 

ensure our open space and sports field 

network meets the demands of our diverse 

communities. 

Fairly Important 

Identify options for recreational activities to 

support people of all ages and abilities 

being casually active. 

 

Investigate community lease options to 

support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 

cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 

programme to nurture creative expression 

with a focus on supporting Māori and 

Pacific creative arts. 

Surprised at proposed 78% increase in 

adult swim at local pool and introduction of 

a spectator fee in this area - given the 

priorities listed above. Removal of financial 

barriers to support locals engaging in 
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recreational activities such as swimming 

(part 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 

2024-2034? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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? 

No 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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Taxes 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Efficiency and save petrol which causes les gas emissions 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Taxes 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Protect the environment 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

Support 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Other 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

Support 
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Not sure 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Albert-Eden 

 

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Celebrating different people and cultures, 

bringing people together with fun and 

engaging activities, and reducing barriers 

for those who might struggle to connect 

with council or others in the community. 

 

Continuing our environmental work through 

tree planting, parks restoration, supporting 

volunteer pest control and planting groups 

and helping community climate action 

through our Climate Activator. 

 

Planning for how our parks and open space 

can respond to growth, making the most of 
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what we have, balancing different uses and 

connecting green spaces together. 

Supporting our community groups with 

funding, information, learning new skills and 

building their capability and networks. 

 

Settling in at the new, medium-term location 

for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to 

investigate what the long-term library 

solution might be and how we will fund it. 

 

Working with the community on activations 

in the Mt Albert Civic Square. 

 

Making our parks rubbish-bin free to 

minimise waste and improve environmental 

and climate outcomes. 

 

Tell us why 

Shows important that goes on with environment, finance, and etc. in NZ 

 

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 

2024-2034? 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Nope



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

We're already paying too much for little return. 

Manage the new builds better so they pay for infrastructure upgrades not the 

residence that have lived in the area for years 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Manage things better 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

New cycle lanes in Mangere Bridge are a joke and causing more confusion. 

In fact the set up now encourages cars to cross to the other side of the road to avoid 

speed bumps creating a hazard for cyclists and pedestrians. More thought is needed 

before wasting tax payers money on this sort of thing. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Everything 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 
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Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 
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Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Not Important  
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Fairly Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 

debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Storm Water control 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 



#8723 
 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Other 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

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? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-
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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. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Fairly Important 
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Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Not Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Not Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

more environmental education initiatives and community facilities for tamariki 

including Mangere Mountain Education Centre, there is not enough staffing and 

resourcing to take more students. The education centre is important for teaching 

coming generation their agricultural roots and wider te ao maaori. Needs more funding 

sources outside Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board and Auckland Council 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

cycle path and traffic management 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

more public transport and faster 

 

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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

dont know 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

do not sell Manukau city shareholding 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

invest for future income of coming generations 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 



#8727 
 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 
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Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Very Important  

 



#8727 
 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

increased funding for Maangere Mountain 

Education Centre. it does a good job but 

needs more capacity for school tamariki - 

maaori and pakeha. 

This should be at centre of mana whenua 

relationship and investment 

Tell us why 

Prioritise local mana whenua and strengthen partnerships .Please increase awareness 

of te ao maori and investment in local maunga and education 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 

debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support 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 and fund performing and visual arts. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Auckland is grinding to a halt.  More cars going slower is the cause. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Introduce more Toll roads.  $1 here or there is nothing for the individual but adds 

millions to the coffer.  Put more power underground and remove power poles.  widen 

roads and replace poles with lamps. 

More round abouts and less traffic lights. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

LESS CONES.  FLAT PEDESTRIAN CROSSINGS. Especially we dont need raised 

humps AND traffic lights. 

 

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? 
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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: 

We need Auckland to be a busy buzzy vibrant free flowing city NOW NOW NOEW. 

 

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: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Discontinue the supply and collection of the small green compost buckets.  Another 

eyesore to already untidy streets.  Supply large street bins collected daily and do away 

with all wheelie bins. check many European cities. 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

 

 

Investing in the maintenance and renewal 

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 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Very Important  
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

Make people proud by involving them in 

these programs. 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

How can we encourage the many rental property tenants to be tidier, prouder and 

more neighbourly?  Mow each others lawns if no mower.  Pick up rubbish outside our 

homes on bin collection day.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 

debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

A revival of the Auckland Light Rail project, better public transport 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Could we offset some of the RFT with some of conjestion charges? Vehicle weight 

charges? 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Public transport, light rail, cycle lanes and cycling support. 

 

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: 

Something isn't working about the stadium, likely the location & public transport 

options are big factors.  

If it could be made more accessible for local sports and culture as well as more 

accessible via reliable and expedient public transport.. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 
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Selling public assets is a short term relief and we're not gaining a big public asset (e.g. 

ALR) by doing it. 

Hard to come back from, so I say no. 

 

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: 

Selling public assets is a short term relief and we're not gaining a big public asset (e.g. 

ALR) by doing it. 

Hard to come back from, so I say no. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Hard to understand this portion of the document, I guess it's the most risky portion? 

Could the benefits be expanded in a separate proposal and it worked through then? 
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5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Same as above, need more info and arguments for both. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support all priorities 
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Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Fairly Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu district will strongly 

benefit from investment and better transport 

options 

Tell us why 

teaching us how to prepare and handle climate incidents is a great idea 

diversity events and highlighting the great communities in South Auckland is a great 

idea, we should be wanting to get visitors from all over Auckland to spend time and 

money here 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 

debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 



#8773 
 

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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 

group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 

to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

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? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-
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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. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Fairly Important 
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Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Fairly Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Fairly Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

Our local playground (Murphy Park) has 

had a broken roundabout play thing with a 

cone on it for months and a tree which fell 

during a storm laying on the grass (after 

being trimmed off the footpath). It would be 

great if we could prioritise better mainten 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

Support 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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 As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-
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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. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 
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Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Fairly Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Fairly Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do more 

City and local development 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? 

I still want to pay more for the free swimming pools in Mangere Otahuhu 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Less art and cultural events for few years to save $ 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I support most of this apart from the stopping of the cycleways. I am a very firm 

believer of rail and cycle ways otherwise we are all jammed up in cars, cant get to the 

airport etc etc 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Cycleways and rail and getting our infrastructure providers, with AT as lead to minimise 

disruption. This would be done by a list of all projects coming over ten years in each 

local board area, then a central funding and comms and coordination plan of those 

works 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Never been there but think its a good idea for locals - shore people go to the shore, 

central go central and south go south 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 
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I wanted to keep the airport shares but suppose diversifying is good - just dont sell all 

the assets please. We sold the transfer stations and landfills so those profits go 

overseas, need more locally owned. 

 

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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 
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Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important  
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 

debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community 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? 

I support further investment into a surface light rail rapid transit network starting with a 

route from the City Centre to Mt Roskill, and then further expansion to Onehunga, 

Māngere and other transport corridors such as the North-Western and Northern 

corridor. Any busway development along the North-Western corridor should be future-
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proofed for surface light rail upgrades. Consistent work over the last decade, reflected 

in Auckland Transports Auckland Rapid Transit Pathway 2023 report, has shown that 

to effectively address Auckland's congestion issues we cannot rely solely on a bus 

network. The busiest bus corridors in our city are already reaching capacity, and the 

long-term plan should reflect that reality.  

Additionally, I support Auckland controlling its own transport priorities. An “Auckland 

Deal” provides the means for central government to support Auckland Council’s 

priorities, rather than the other way around. A surface light rail network would provide 

opportunities for growth, development, and productivity in the city. I believe this should 

be included in the “Auckland Deal” with central government. I urge Auckland Council 

and the Mayor to make the development of a surface light rail network, starting with 

the City Centre to Mt Roskill line, a priority in such a deal. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I 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. I 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? 

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 I 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, 
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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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and 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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

I don't know 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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 public transport including completing rail network maintenance and a 

northwestern busway and more separated cycle paths. Maintenance of existing roads 

but no more highways/motorways. 

More money for electric buses and ferries. 
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I support the Making Space for Water project. 

Supporting the most vulnerable members of our city ie the elderly, disabled and low 

socioeconomic groups 

All action to tackle climate change. 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

no 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Support capped weekly transport passes. 

Opposed to stopping planned initiatives for cylceways. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

There needs to be more, not less money spent on cycleways to make cycling a safe 

attractive option for all, including school children. 

We need to pay for better bus and ferry services, including electrification. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 
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4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

We should control the future of our port. New Zealand has a long history of running 

down assets rather than investing in them, to the detriment of the country. It would 

mean that coastal shipping of goods around New Zealand could be supported. 

There is no reason why Ports of Auckland can't be owned by Auckland Council and 

produce a substantial income for the city. The same goes for Auckland Airport. 

As the 2008 Financial Crisis showed, investing funds does not guarantee a stable 

return on them, and this is particularly so in today's unstable world. 

 

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: 

see above 

 

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: 

see above 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 
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Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

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: 

It would be environmentally damaging to move port operations from Bledisloe Wharf, 

and the port would be less able to return a dividend to council. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 
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Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

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? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 
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Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Very Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 
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Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 

debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Build Light rail above ground. Build bike lanes in places where heavy traffic is, not 

where theres little traffic and biking is not dangerous 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 



#8929 
 

No 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

We dont need raised pedestrian crossings, just paint lines on the road, The new 

Mangere bridge bike lanes are an expensive waste of time and ugly. This is a very low 

traffic area where motorists expect to encounter bikes. Once again its an example of 

building cyclelanes where its easy and doesnt disrupt cars, rather than where riding is 

dangerous because many cars travel fast. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

No 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Get more community value for the same expense 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 

This will make selling the shares, which I oppose, easier/ 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 

group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 

to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 
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There is plenty of recreational and residential space in downtown. The port needs 

space to operate 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

I don't know 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

I support higher rates. House owners in Auckland are among the wealthiest people in 

NZ and they should contribute towards reducing inequality in NZ. 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support all priorities 
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Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Fairly Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

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? 

Water and the environment need to be prioritised. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Playgrounds and trivial entertainment can wait. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

The council has wasted our money on unsuccessful transport projects that always go 

over budget. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Doing the job properly so we don't have to redo them so quickly. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 
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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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 
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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). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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 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, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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 As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 

group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 

to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

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). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 
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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? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 
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address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

I don't know  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Fairly Important 
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Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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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, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

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: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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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. 
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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, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

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: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community 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? 

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, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

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: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 

debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community 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? 

-Prioritise the blue-green water network. Ensure that communities affected by 

Anniversary Floods and Cyclone Gabrielle have the necessary water network 

development to minimise future damage. 

- reinstate fuel tax to support fund transport costs 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Improving the reliability of public transport such as trains and bus networks 

 

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: 

I think the council is trying and failing to work in many different areas. A more focused 

effort on water and waste (poo) infrastructure should be the focus for the next term and 

other community level projects can be reviewed in the following terms 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 
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I do not like the idea of selling large investments, especially at a time where shares in 

the airport are worth less. I would prefer to see increases to rates, reinstating petrol 

tax. 

 

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: 

Use now but look at investing in future terms 

 

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: 

I think the priority for this term is water and waste (poo) infrastructure. These port 

changes should not be a priority for the council this term. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

As said above 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

Do not support 
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the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

Other 
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Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Not Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Not Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

On Auckland Anniversary weekend 2023, a 

large amount of the Māngere/Ōtāhuhu area 

was impacted by flooding. It gravely 

concerning that this is not listed as a major 

priority for our local board in the next year. 

Tell us why 

- Again, it is gravely concerning that the safety of our community in future weather 

events is not on our boards list of priorities.  

 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

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, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

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: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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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. 
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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, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

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: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do 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? 

Roading upgrades not including cycling 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

'Economic' development, town centre development, road safety upgrades. 
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Less funding of CCOs, please bring operations into general council. 

Bring in house economic development TAU, Panuku town centre development.  

Remove CCOs such as Beautification Trust which council has no business doing 

graffitti removal.  

Remove Mangere Mountain Education Trust, there job already overlaps with other 

groups, this could be given to Connected Communities or merge with existing Maori 

educational institutes.  

Contemporary Art Foundation should be independent. 

 

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? 

dynamic lanes 

 

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: 

too expensive to rebuild 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 

Restore a wealth fund for future income 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

Too complex and different arguments in media 

 

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: 

too must waste to spend on existing services - will disappear once used and leave a 

funding shortfall. 

 

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: 

dont trust how it will be revamped 
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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: 

do not sell it 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

I don't know 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

'Economic' development, town centre development, road safety upgrades. 

Less funding of CCOs, please bring operations into general council. 

Bring in house economic development TAU, Panuku town centre development.  

Remove CCOs such as Beautification Trust which council has no business doing 

graffitti removal.  
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Remove Mangere Mountain Education Trust, there job already overlaps with other 

groups, this could be given to Connected Communities or merge with existing Maori 

educational institutes.  

Contemporary Art Foundation should be independent.



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

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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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

Support 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

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? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 
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Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

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? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

Support 
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from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

Support 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Franklin,Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 
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Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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 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? 

Pay less to managers on the Auckland Council by ensuring that NO ONE is paid more 

than the prime minister of New Zealand and no manager gets more than 3 times the 

lowest salary of the people they are responsible for (even if they are contractors). 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I do not support the stopping of some previously-planned initiatives, such as some 

raised pedestrian crossings and cycleways. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

More raised pedestrian crossings, more cycleways, more public transport. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

No, we need all the investment we can find to improve transport and reduce carbon 

emissions. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

I don't live on the north shore and never attended a sporting event in 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)? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

I support the establishment of an emergency fund but not through a sale of Auckland 

airport or the Auckland port. 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

The council should retain the port and possibly move part of it elsewhere (leasing the 

port for 35 years will delay such an option). I don't know enough about the plan to 

deliver improved profitability but this should not come with a cost to the environment 

 

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: 

I support the use of the Future Fund for self-insurance but it should not be created by 

selling the Auckland airport or leasing the Auckland port. I would possibly support 

moving parts of the port and using the land for other revenue generating mechanisms 

for the council. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

I cannot comment on the plan without getting more details about the full implications 

for the port and the benefits for the public. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Consider the future of the Port of Auckland as part of a national plan for transport and 

renewable energy in New Zealand. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

Support 



#9229 
 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support all priorities 
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Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Very Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Fairly Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 

In principle I support the more for more plan but would like to see a fairer and more 

cost affective spending by the council on its own bureaucrats.



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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? 

Light rail 

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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Light rail 

 

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: 

Feel it has been mismanaged. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

Don't want sale by stealth. 
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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: 

Don't furtive privatization 

 

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 privatization 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

Don't want sales. Don't trust current Mayor. 

 

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: 

Don't trust Mayor. 

 

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: 

Mayor untrustworthy 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Sack the Mayor 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 



#9272 
 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Very Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

Proper Local Govt. priorities are important. 

Tell us why 

Important. 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 

Important



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 

debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

I don't know 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 
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Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 



#9323 
 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Not Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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? 

No 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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Unnecessary road work. Bike lanes are not suitable for all areas of Auckland only 

certain areas. Do through research of each area before implementing changes. And 

only implement changes to areas that require the work not apply to all areas. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Auckland public transport is in dire need of an upgrade. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Reliability for public transport & road works 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Cycle ways. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 
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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? 

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. 

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 
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Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important  
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Fairly Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

Need to re-evaluate some priorities. 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

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, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable): Village collective 

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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 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? 

Road safety and school lunches 

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? 

Road safety and school lunches 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

Support 
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programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 
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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? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 
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address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

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, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

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: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

I don’t know 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 



#9511 
 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

 

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 
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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). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development 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? 

Roads and bike lanes 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Not a major priority right now 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Public housing 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Bike lanes 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and 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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

Kids lunches and emergency housing 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Do not support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-
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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. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 
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Deliver a community-driven safety action 

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 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

Good heart, wrong direction 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water Do more 

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

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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Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

We do not need cycleways and pedestrian way when communities are struggling to 

meet living cost . 

Council need to be responsible on spending prioritize  the services which are effecting 

day to day life of people 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Spend more on Stromwater and water ways to stop future flooding 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Parks, library and money spent on community services 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

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. 

Do not support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-
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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. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

I don't know  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 
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Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Fairly Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Fairly Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development 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? 

More parks , splash pads @ parks available in south Auckland area. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Less road works. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

Tell us here: 
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4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

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, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

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: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

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. 
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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, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

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: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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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, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

 

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, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development 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? 

The local boards should know their communities and know what they need so different 

councils need different things.. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 



#9754 
 

salary scales, council staff should be reverent to the workload and output. 

 

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? 

 

Tell us why: 

None of the above. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 

But sell only to New Zealanders. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

I praise the local government for looking at the means to reduce in house spending 

and looking carefully at community initiatives in reducing ballooning administrative 

costs. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

Do not support 
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increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rates - Support 

Local government is accountable for being cost effective and being accountable to the 

rate payers who pay their salaries. 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 
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Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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? 

programs for us youth students 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

Tell us here: 
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4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 

debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community 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 programmes 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

Tell us here: 
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4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation 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? 

More shades and tables in parks 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Environment 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

Tell us here: 
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4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation 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? 

More shades and tables in parks 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Environment 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

Tell us here: 
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4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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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. 
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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, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation 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? 

yeah 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

nah 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

Tell us here: 
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4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

I don’t know 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation 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? 

We need to review how rubbish in the community is managed and picked up. 

Everywhere we go there is an abundance of litter. I know this isn't caused by the 

council and people who litter will always litter... but we need to find a solution. Maybe 

for all the people on community service and crimes need to do working bees and 

collect rubbish! 
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There MUST be a plan to improve transport, on ramps, widen roads, and actually plan 

for an increase in infrastructure wherever there is significant growth in housing 

developments. A prime example is near Mangere Bridge, Walmsley Road, Bader 

Drive. There are HUNDREDS of new homes being built in these areas yet the roads 

are not being widened (for example the bridge at Walmsley Road and McKenzie Road 

near Mangere Bridge narrows to a single lane - yet there are hundreds of homes being 

added on Walmsley Road which will feed into this and block it up even more). 

The development of playgrounds and indoor activity spaces like the Museum, Maritime 

Museum, Auckland Library and Art Centre are great for families and serve a massive 

number of the Auckland households - please keep these services up and look for other 

opportunities to provide more like these. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Please review the number or frequency of free community events. Agree these are 

great for culture, and getting people active... but for the amount spent on running these 

mini activations/events, how many people are actually joining them? Do we do a few 

less but then hopefully increase attendance? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

The transport network is going to take A LOT of effort to improve. The key issue is that 

while we try and push people into buses and trains, there is actually no real incentive 

to use a bus from a time perspective. Bus lanes are so short, that traveling on a bus 

rarely gives any extra speed down the bus lanes to cut commute times, and typically a 

bus trip can take 3 times longer than a car journey despite traffic. 

This MUST be figured out if we want to entice people into public transport because in 

order to get to a nearby train station, most people would more likely jump on them if 

the connecting bus services from their homes/work places were frequent, fast and 

reliable. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 
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Improving on ramps somehow to have better flow of traffic (eg. Highbrook on ramp 

design is horrible). 

Can we look at alternatives for new dedicated cycleways to some shared 

footpaths/cyclepaths like Mission Bay? Surely that's more cost effective and fast 

compared to creating new cycle ways right next to them and both being barely used. If 

we can link up and do this and ensure along main routes people have a safe way to 

ride, this would encourage cyclists. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

We seriously need to ensure there is a sufficient port that can handle the growth of 

imports/exports for our country and region. If we shift the ports elsewhere, there's a 

significant overhead and load of road cartage from other ports to consider.... 

 

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 
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we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Fairly Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 
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7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Public transport improvements 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 

group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 

to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 



#10011 
 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-
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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. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Very Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Not Important 
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Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Fairly Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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 Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

No we don't want to pay a cent more.  The council wastes far to much money. They 

need to reduce the wages of the Mayor, Councilors, and all management.  You need to 

trim down middle management and stop wasting money on unnecessary things.  

Councils wasted so much money installing speed humps, cameras, changing signs, 

etc.  Half the time the council works the same portion of road making unnecessary 



#10117 
 

changes then undoing and redoing their own mess half a dozen times. What a waste 

of money. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Stop wasting money of unnecessary speed humps, cameras, sign changes, 

unnecessary arts etc. Reduce wages for Councilors and management. Reduce middle 

management. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Because AT are full of Crooks who waste so much money installing unnecessary 

speed humps, traffic cameras, changing speed signs, putting pot plants in the middle 

of the road, cycle lanes etc.  Get a new AT management and get rid of Crooks in the 

organization then the public will have confidence. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

More time getting rid of AT management! 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Wages 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 
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4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Move the port elsewhere and make better use of the land 

 

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: 

Reduce rates 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 
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Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

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 
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Stop wasting money of unnecessary expenses like speed humps,cycle lanes, 

cameras, sign changes, unnecessary arts etc. Reduce wages for Councilors and 

management. Reduce middle management. 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu,Manurewa,Ōtara-Papatoetoe 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki 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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 
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7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I do not support any priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Not Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Not Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Not Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Fairly Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

Money being wasted 
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7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

I do not support any priorities 

 

 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

Not Important 

 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 

on crime prevention, safer communities and 

injury prevention. 

Not Important 

Fund and support activities that include 

older people and foster their community 

participation with a specific focus on 

reaching older migrants. 

Not Important 

Invest in community led projects and 

initiatives that respond to social connection 

and cohesion, build climate resilience and 

contribute to climate action. 

Not Important 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 

ensure our open space and sports field 

network meets the demands of our diverse 

communities. 

Not Important 
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Identify options for recreational activities to 

support people of all ages and abilities 

being casually active. 

Not Important 

Investigate community lease options to 

support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 

cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

Not Important 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 

programme to nurture creative expression 

with a focus on supporting Māori and 

Pacific creative arts. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 

2024-2034? 

 

Ōtara-Papatoetoe Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Ōtara-Papatoetoe in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Through grants, support community-led 

events and initiatives that create safe 

neighbourhoods and promoting active 

living, sustainable practices. 

 

Fairly Important 

Support activities to increase social 

cohesion, neighbourly connections, better 

outreach to people from smaller ethnic 

groups and connect newer settlers to local 

services. 

Fairly Important 
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Increase youth empowerment through 

supporting leadership and training 

programmes as well as prioritising youth 

engagement. 

 

Not Important 

Identify and promote ‘Play advocacy’ for 

local opportunities in projects that can 

provide spaces for play in places beyond 

playgrounds. 

 

Not Important 

Continue to support and look to increase 

environmental and sustainability projects to 

address climate change and environmental 

challenges through community-led projects 

and by working with mana whenua. 

 

Not Important 

Explore options for ways of delivering 

increased local economic outcomes for 

small to large businesses. 

Not Important 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Ōtara-Papatoetoe proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Stop wasteful council spending of unnecessary  things like speed humps, cameras, 

sign changes, unnecessary arts, cycle ways, pot plants on the roads etc. Reduce 

wages for  Mayor, all Councilors and management. Reduce middle management. 

Stop wasting money doing and and redoing the same work. 

If council wasn't so reckless with the publics money then we wouldn't have to raise 

rates and reduce services so much.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Supporting elderly people in South Auckland predominately Maori and Pasifika to live 

healthy active lives and have free and easy to access activities to attend. 

More activities for youth to attend after school...there is minimal affordable activities for 

youth to attend here in Mangere 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Cycle lanes in Mangere? Noone rides bikes here! People work outside of normal hours 

and not in the area so they don't bike or they drop.children off at school. What a waste 

of millions of dollars! 

Paying for food to be recycled? Pay for worming bins..compost bins and teach us how 

to use it! Waste of money I am paying! There are only 3 bins in my whole long street 

that put there's out. Waste of my ratepayers money. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Cheaper fares for our children, rangatahi, elderly and low earners! Trains always 

breaking down. Not reliable at all! 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Getting into the community and asking what is needed...going to 

schools...churches...walking buses...community shuttles to encourage the young and 

aging population to get out and access local community gatherings, sports, creative 

workshops. Accessibility and affordability stops this occurring in our community. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Cycle lanes! Electric bikes..good quality bikes, access and safety on the street's are 

not something people can afford in Mangere. Why on earth you would create cycle 

lanes is beyond me! 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 
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4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Let the people vote! 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

This is our asset however money is needed elsewhere for our growing city. Lease for 

10 years, evaluate, assess deciding factors moving forward. Funds could be available 

to build a stadium that could generate hundreds of millions of dollars annually. Taylor 

Swift is a perfect example of the millions lost because we couldn't accommodate her. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

We need to keep moving forward and addressing key issues and trends that need 

seriously addressing and also plan for a better return on our investments. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 
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Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support most priorities 

 



#10142 
 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Not Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

Community driven safety action? 

Create community driven.prigramnes that 

are affordable and accessible instead of 

pumping money into social services that 

only address the ones that come asking 

(and who often double dip at other agencies 

and are not in need 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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? 

I prefer pay more get more but have chosen the central proposal due to overall 

economic pressures on Aucklanders. 

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: 

Its modest/incremental goals reflect the financial constraints. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Strategic thinking. 

More care from the council  on council/AT relationships for our (ratepayer) benefit. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

No 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Seems the best option for the future. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 

shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 
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The port and AIAL  are strategic assets that belong to Aucklanders, they will be 

divested  by fund managers and lost. No guarantee of projected return from AFF. 

Object to proposed AFF in hands of an Australian fund manager. AFF is short term 

thinking. AFF may be another CCO? More layers and cost. PwC report recommended 

a "buffer fund" so more funds tied up and not changing Auckland for the better. 

 

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: 

Loss of strategic direction for the port and overall transport strategy for the region. 

 

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: 

I do not support the AFF. 

 

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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Seems a sensible compromise between interests. 

 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Needed for port operations and to avoid greater pressure on road networks. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

Support 
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We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Please retain the targeted rate for access to public pools in south Auckland. 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki 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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 
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7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Very Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Fairly Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

Taking action on anti social behaviour is 

number one. 

Tell us why 

very general. Too much advocating, exploring and supporting.  More specifics, taking 

responsibility  and demonstrating leadership needed. 
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7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

I don’t know 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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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. 
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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, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community 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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Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

Do not support 



#10277 
 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have 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? 

Albert-Eden,Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Albert-Eden in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Celebrating different people and cultures, 

bringing people together with fun and 

engaging activities, and reducing barriers 

for those who might struggle to connect 

with council or others in the community. 

Very Important 

Continuing our environmental work through 

tree planting, parks restoration, supporting 

volunteer pest control and planting groups 

and helping community climate action 

through our Climate Activator. 

Fairly Important 

Planning for how our parks and open space 

can respond to growth, making the most of 

what we have, balancing different uses and 

connecting green spaces together. 

Very Important 

Supporting our community groups with 

funding, information, learning new skills and 

building their capability and networks. 

Very Important 

Settling in at the new, medium-term location 

for the Pt Chevalier library and continuing to 

investigate what the long-term library 

solution might be and how we will fund it. 

Very Important 

Working with the community on activations 

in the Mt Albert Civic Square. 

Fairly Important 
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Making our parks rubbish-bin free to 

minimise waste and improve environmental 

and climate outcomes. 

Very Important 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 

2024-2034? 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Supporting a community-led approach for 

the delivery of relevant and diverse services 

that connect the community 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 
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address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Very Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 
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Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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? 

Fix potholes. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

No. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

Tell us here: 
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4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 

debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community 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, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

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: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

I think the sovereign fund is a good idea. Leasing the port out and selling the airport 

share lowers risk and increases returns. To do otherwise would be negligent with 

shareholders/stakeholders funds. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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Developing the outer suburbs. There is not going to be a viable solution for public 

transport any time soon. A viable one would be an underground for people to move on. 

We are not going to do that. We will be stuck in the same rut as we are now but paying 

more for the privilege. My solution is to accept that, pay less, do less and accept that it 

is never going to be solved. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

We don't have the money or ability to borrow for this. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Save up for an underground rail system. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Roads. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 

port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 

benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

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: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

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, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 

group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 

to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

Support 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have 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? 

Franklin 

 

Franklin Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Franklin in 2024/2025? 

I support all priorities 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Develop fit for purpose facilities and 

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 

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 

restoration programmes in partnership with 

Iwi including Te Kete Rukuruku (place 

naming) and Te Korowai Papatuuaanuku 

(environmental restoration). 

 

Develop “Franklin Community Occupancy 

Guidelines” to inform decisions on council-

owned facility leases, including leasing 

charges. 
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Find ways to reduce Franklin’s maintenance 

costs e.g. by replacing lawn with eco-

sourced native trees and reducing or 

relocating public rubbish bins. 

 

Progress the development and delivery of 

the Franklin Paths Programme. 

 

Deliver a refreshed approach to enabling 

young people in Franklin to access services 

and participate in their communities. 

 

Progress a Pukekohe Cemetery memorial 

project that acknowledges the unmarked 

graves at the site. 

 

 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Franklin proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

 

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 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

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. 

 



#10342 
 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

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: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

I don’t know 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development 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? 

Pay less 

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, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

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: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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? 

no 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

no 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I think it going to be too expensive 

 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

uhm i dont think so 

 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

no i dont thịnk so 

 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

make it more beauty 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 

public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Other 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

I don't know 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Waitākere Ranges 

 

Waitākere Ranges Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Waitākere Ranges in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Initiatives to support community resilience 

and safety. 

I do not support most priorities 

Progress priority actions from the Waitākere 

Ranges Local Climate Plan (currently under 

development). 

Not Important 

Restoration and enhancement of significant 

ecological areas on local parks and in buffer 

zones around the regional park. 

Not Important 
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Operating grants for arts and culture 

programmes delivered by our community 

arts partners, such as Te Uru. 

Not Important 

Continue to activate library spaces with 

programmes, services and events. 

Not Important 

Operating grants to support Glen Eden and 

Titirangi Community Houses. 

I don't know 

Invest in our relationship with mana 

whenua, Te Kawerau ā Maki. 

I don't know 

Initiatives to support youth/rangatahi. I don't know 

Progress an application for Waitakere 

Ranges Heritage Area to become a dark 

sky place. 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why 

Not Important 

 

7c. What do you think of the Waitākere Ranges proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

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 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? 

Climate action, sustainable infrastructure and regulation, support for community 

climate initiatives and groups (NGOs), more education on environmental impacts 

More public transport options (higher frequency of exisiting PT and more routes) 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

putting in more traffic lights impedes efficiency of the roads, nor does it help with 

congestion and road safety 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I agree we need faster and more reliable PT, we need better network and connectivity. 

I also think the weekly cap on PT is a good idea. We should also offer free PT (Round 

the Bays was an excellent demonstration that people will use PT when it is free) 

I dont think we should stop raised pedestrian crossing - we need to make roads safer 

for pedestrians 

 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

other means of road safety other than multiple speed bumps on one road; cycle paths; 

electrifying all PT 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Less speed bumps 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

allows diversion of stadium maintenance cost to develop something that is more 

suitable for the northern community 
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4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

I agree with a Auckland future fund, but do not agree with selling the airport shares 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 

port operations 

 

Tell us why: 
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5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

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.  
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 



#10462 
 

 

 

Investing in the maintenance and renewal 

of our parks, playgrounds, recreation 

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 

 

Supporting environmental groups, 

community volunteers, and our diverse 

communities to carry out environmental 

restoration projects, including stream clean-

ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 

planting, and pest control. 

 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 

Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 

Wai Manawa alongside our community to 

address the issues caused by flooding and 

seawater inundation. 

 

Supporting a community climate activation 

programme to support and amplify 

community initiatives identified in the 

Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

 

Building relationships with local iwi and 

mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 

with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

2034? 

I support all priorities 
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Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 

Very Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Strengthen partnerships with local mana 

whenua through project delivery, including 

Te Kete Rukuruku, completion of David 

Lange Park playground and improvements. 

Very Important 

Deliver community climate initiatives such 

as Low Carbon Lifestyles, and Māngere 

Bike Hub with our community partners. 

Very Important 

Deliver a community-driven safety action 

plan aimed at tackling anti-social behaviour 

and addressing local safety concerns 

enhancing the overall sense of safety within 

our local community. 

Very Important 

Improve employment and economic 

opportunities through our local economic 

broker programme. 

Very Important 

Support community-led activations at our 

parks and facilities through our community 

grants. 

There is a huge community ambience in the 

area, but the facilities and support for them 

is lacking in the area. I highly support bike 

hubs for the area however there is no safe 

routes for cyclists (no cycle lanes, lots of 

speeding in the area) 

Tell us why 

Agree 

 

7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 

budget 2024-2034? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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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, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

 

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, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community 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? 

No 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 
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Adding in bike lanes because a lot of people don't use them everyday and it isn't 

beneficial for the residents in the suburbs because people only use it in weekends (the 

mornings) 

 

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? 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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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, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

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: Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

n/a 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

n/a 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

Tell us here: 
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4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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