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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do 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 stop robbing us, were poor already and there is no increase in our living cost 

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: 

 

Invest in advanced technology to enable real-time monitoring of train operations. This 
will allow for the immediate identification of potential issues, leading to quicker 
responses and reduced instances of trip cancellations. 

Invest in advanced technology to enable real-time monitoring of train operations. This 
will allow for the immediate identification of potential issues, leading to quicker 
responses and reduced instances of trip cancellations. 

 

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

Explore investments in cutting-edge technologies that can enhance the efficiency and 
reliability of public transport. This may include implementing smart traffic management 
systems, utilizing electric or autonomous vehicles, and integrating advanced signaling 
and control systems to optimize transit operations. 

Allocate a substantial portion of the budget to address the critical need for repairing 
and maintaining existing transport infrastructure. By prioritizing the upkeep of roads, 
bridges, and public transit systems, we can ensure the longevity and reliability of the 
entire transportation network. 

 

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: 

Just renovate The proposed $33 million budget can be strategically reallocated to 
support operational changes that facilitate increased community use. Additionally, 
exploring external funding sources can further supplement the budget without 
compromising the integrity of the stadium precinct and upkeep 
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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: 

While the proposal mentions using returns to pay for council services, the potential 
impact on essential community services should be thoroughly assessed. Depending 
on market conditions, selling significant shares in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) might lead to a reduction in available funds for crucial services that the 
community relies on. 

The proposal suggests using funds to mitigate the risk posed by climate change and 
environmental challenges. However, the effectiveness of such investments in providing 
substantial and immediate benefits to the environment remains uncertain. There may 
be more direct and effective ways for the council to address environmental concerns 
without resorting to a diversified investment fund. 

 

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: 

While the proposed lease arrangement may generate an upfront payment, the stability 
and predictability of ongoing financial returns from direct ownership provide a more 
reliable source of funding for council services. This stability is crucial for long-term 
financial planning and maintaining essential services without the need for higher rates 
increases or service cuts. 

 

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: 

Under utilized under POAL 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

Support 
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we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

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

Do not support 

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

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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? 

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 
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 
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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. 

Fairly 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 
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 
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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. 

Very Important 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

 

The importance of these initiatives lies in 
fostering a holistic and inclusive approach 
to community development, focusing on 
various demographic groups and 
addressing diverse needs. By supporting 
positive youth development through 
evidence-based projects, there is a 
commitment to crime prevention, creating 
safer communities, and promoting injury 
prevention. The inclusion of older people, 
especially migrants, in community activities 
enhances social cohesion and recognizes 
the value of diverse perspectives. 

Investing in community-led projects that 
emphasize social connection, climate 
resilience, and climate action reflects a 
commitment to building sustainable and 
resilient neighborhoods. The development 
of a masterplan for Mountfort Park ensures 
that open spaces and sports fields meet the 
needs of diverse communities, promoting 
active and healthy lifestyles. 

Identifying options for recreational activities 
for all ages and abilities encourages 
inclusivity and supports a community that is 
casually active. Exploring community lease 
options to fulfill Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations 
for a cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park 
demonstrates a commitment to honoring 
indigenous cultural heritage. 
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The proposed investigation into the 
feasibility of an arts broker program 
emphasizes the importance of nurturing 
creative expression, with a specific focus on 
supporting Māori and Pacific creative arts. 
This approach recognizes the cultural 
richness of the community and the need to 
provide platforms for diverse artistic 
expression, contributing to a vibrant and 
culturally rich local environment. 

 

Tell us why 

Unsure where this information is 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa 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: Manurewa 

 

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 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? 

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. 

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 

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. 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 

 

6b.  Do you have 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? 

Manurewa 

 

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

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

no 

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

Don’t support any 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? 

 

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? 

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. 

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 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 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? 

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 
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. 
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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? 

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): Manurewa Marlins Rugby League 

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 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 most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

It prioritises immediate need, Auckland traffic is broken and needs fixing 

 

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: 

North Harbour is a community that can afford things vs other communities.  They 
already have excellent facilities and dont require more. 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

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

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

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. 

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 

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? 

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 
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. 
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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? 

I 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. 

Fairly 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 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly 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 
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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. 

Fairly 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. 

Mountfort Park masterplan would be 
awesome to meet the needs of current 
users but look at potential of new activities 
and opportunities. 

 

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? 

Marlins require more lighting and access to toilets on Mtfort Park so we can service 
our ever growing membership.  We would like Council to help us utilise Manurewa 
Sports Centre better, it is supposed to be a multi sport complex but it doesn't cater for 
sport.  The structure that governs its usage does not work, years of frustration in 
dealing with them has meant we have left and they don't even care that we did so, 
something wrongs with that scenario surely?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 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? 

Better public transport (increase frequency) and more bike lanes (too many are not 
connected with each other). 

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. There are such a pain to drive over, especially when 10 of them 
were installed on a 1km long street (Coxhead Rd and Sykes Rd). It's absolutely 
ridiculous to put so many. There's not even built to code (too sharp). 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Increase cycleways. Cyclists are also car owner. Get as many to use their bikes 
instead of their cars so we don't have to build more roads. We'll be all better of and it's 
cost less. 

 

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

Cycleways. Also build a bridge over the Papakura Stream to connect the Wattle Downs 
shared path to the Waiata Shore shared path. Those are nice path along the Manukau 
Harbor shore line. It's a no brainer to get them connected. 

 

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

Widening roads for cars. 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

I don't know 
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Tell us why: 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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? 

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 
and addressing local safety concerns 
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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 do not support most 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 
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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. 

Very 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. 

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? 
 

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 more 

Parks and Community Do less 

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? 

Stop making speed bumps 

 

35



#487 
 
2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Because funds should be aimed at places that need improvement not creating new 
debts 

 

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: 

Put funds where it's needed. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 

Support 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

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

Support 

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

I don't know 

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

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 

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

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

Public transport 

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

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Public transport essential 

 

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

Public transport 

 

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

Roads. They always fill up quickly and encourage urban sprawl and pollution 

 

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 

Support 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. 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, 

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? 

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 
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. 
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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? 

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. 

Fairly 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. 

I don't know 
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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. 

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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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Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Transport not going to improve, time to give up and stop spending on this. 

 

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

More on the roads 

 

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

Public transport 

 

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

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

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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 

49



#524 
 

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

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? 

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 
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. 
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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? 

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 
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. 

I don't know 
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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. 

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? 
 

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport  

Water  

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community 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: 

faster public transport is a dream it is never going to happen. Stop spending money on 
'improving' public transport and make what exists work 

 

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: 

Waste of money. If sports bodies want more let them 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: 

Having shares in an airport isn't core business 

 

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: 

if it means less rates i like it 

 

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: 

investing in future services wont cut the 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? 

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. 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, 

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? 

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 
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. 
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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? 

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 
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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. 

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. 

Doesn't stick to the core job or rubbish 
roads and transport and all a waste of time 
and money 

 

Tell us why 

Don't like any of them 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa 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: Manurewa 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

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

No 

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

Reduce services to bear minimum 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any 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? 

Staff 

 

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? 

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 
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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. 

Support 

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

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 
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. 
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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? 

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. 

Fairly 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 
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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. 

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? 
 

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: Manurewa 

 

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

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

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

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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. 

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? 

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 
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. 
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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? 

I 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 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly 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 

73



#645 
 

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. 

 

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? 
 

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community 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: 

Regional fuel taxes are for roading and transport not road management bs. Cycles 
don't paid the fuel taxes 

 

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

the local and main roads repair and maintance. More reliable public transport. ie trains 
on time and tracks and trains up to the job not broken down or not running . 

 

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

Cycleways, walkways, numerous speed lumps and raised crossings. 

 

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

less cost more uses makes sense. 

 

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

future proofing 

 

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: 

improve the profitability into the future. 

 

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: 

plan for the future 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

we don't need more trucks on the roads transporting goods around. 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

We don't need more trucks on the roads transporting goods around. 
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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. 

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? 

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 
and addressing local safety concerns 
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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 most priorities 
 

 

 

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

Fairly 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 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly Important 
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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. 

Fairly 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. 

I don't know 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

I don't know 

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? 

Go back to providing the basics please. Roads, transport, water, infrastructure, 
libraries, pools and parks. less on firework displays and events.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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: 

 

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

 

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

Everything 

 

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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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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 
we can continue to fund the 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. 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 

 

6b.  Do you have 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? 

Manurewa 

 

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. 

I don't know 

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 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

Not Important 
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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? 
 

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

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: 

Not enough firm detail 

 

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: 

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? 

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 

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. 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? 

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 
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? 
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I support most priorities 
 

 

 

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

Fairly 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 
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. 

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. 

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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

Other 

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community 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 because I already keep paying more & more to keep getting less & less. Get rid of 
all the dead wood & ********** then you'll have money to do the things you need to be 
doing 

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, stop wasting money on Speed bumps & transit lanes that don't acheive sweet F 
all. Probably tone down the emphasis on the Maori stuff as well, after all the other 88% 
of the population also matter 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

You've proved time & time again that you've got no F'n ideas about how to actually get 
people in Auckland moving. The harder you try the more you end up wasting on things 
that only make it worse 

 

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

Yeap fixing roads, improving sight lines through roundabouts/intersectionms 

 

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

Yeap transit lanes, cameras enforcing transit lane, cycle lanes no one uses, speed 
bumps everywhere that just slow traffic down to a crawl & jam up intersections. Ghost 
buses that don't exist & then all the bus services with massive big buses that have no 
one on them ever 

 

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

You've been trying to ********** around with Stadiums & moving facilities for years, all 
you've done is pissed off all the stadium users & wasted millions of our taxpayer 
money to end up right back where you started 
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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: 

Once you sell the Airport shares, they are gone, once they're gone what are you going 
to sell next?? Nothing because you don't own anything 

 

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: 

Once you lease it out, it becomes a clusterfuck, look all the cities overseas that have 
leased out their port & no regret it, pretty much every city that has done it. Another 
case of once it's gone it's gone. It's got to be somewhere, leave it where it is, run it how 
it's being run 

 

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: 

Continue to use it to fund council services & also invest in fund for the future/repay 
debt 

 

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

Tell us here: 
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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: 

Seems to work ok now, what are you going to do with it?? We've already got the white 
elephant on Princess wharf 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Seems to work ok now, what are you going to do with it?? We've already got the white 
elephant on Princess wharf 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Do not support 

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

Other 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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? 

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 
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? 
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I support most priorities 
 

 

 

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

Fairly 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 
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. 

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. 

Not Important 
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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. 

Plenty of other things needing money to 
fund them 

 

Tell us why 

Money could be spent better in other areas 

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

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Yeap, get rid of all the dead wood at the top, run the council as a business not a 
retirement home for greedy people that take & do ********** all
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

Bus services have improved in past couple of years so well done on that part. 
Auckland's train network is embarrassing for a developed country. Kiwirail and AT need 
to be educated(perhaps send them to India, Japan, China etc to learn how a rail 
network works). 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Stop building cycle lanes. Half the time cyclist dont use them. I feel its a waste of 
money. 

 

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? 

Train reliability. 

 

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

Cycle 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? 
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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? 

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). 

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. 

 

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? 

Manurewa 

 

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 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Very Important 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 

Not Important 
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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. 

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. 

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 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? 

Taking care of our vulnerable 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 all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Auckland needs vast improvements in public transportation for it to become desirable. 
Auckland is also behind in other modes of transportation but I'd prefer improvements in 
active or public transportation. 

 

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

Public and active transportation 

 

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

Cars 

 

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: 

I don't want any shares held by Auckland council to be sold 
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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'd prefer council retain control over the ports 

 

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

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Keep rates as low as possible 

 

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

Tell us here: 

Keep vulnerable communities safe and prioritised 

 

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. 

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. 

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? 

Prioritise the vulnerable communities 

 

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. 
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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. 

 

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 
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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. 

They will benefit our community greatly 

 

Tell us why 

Excellent 

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

8. Do you have any other comments? 

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

I suggest that Auckland Council make do with what the Labour govt started instead of 
blaming them & adding more to the cash strapped people in our area & greater 
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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Stop creating extra work for your contractors by removing rubbish bins from all our bus 
stops. We know have to call the Beautification department to come and pick up all the 
rubbish being dumped by irresponsible people. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Sort your staff out to do the jobs correctly. Fill potholes correct the first time. Asphalt is 
not to fill holes in and leave for big trucks to damage on the same day and stay till they 
are done correctly. It's not rocket science 

 

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

No 

 

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

I would spend less if the jobs were done correctly in the first instance 

 

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: 

My wife & I used to live on the North shore, and we had no issues going to & from the 
stadium for any sporting on fundraising events 

 

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

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 
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Tell us why: 

Waste of money. Shareholders and the Auckland public will not benefit 

 

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 agree with your statement: 

English 

Step 1 of 4 | The long-term plan 

Context: Auckland Council's long-term plan is about choices 

For more information on this proposal, read Part three of the consultation document 

  

Our proposal for this 10-year plan balances providing a central level of service focused 
on making do with what we have, while spending more where it is needed most.  

The proposal includes spending to get Auckland moving. This investment is intended 
to make public transport faster, more reliable and easier to use. 

It also includes strengthening Auckland’s resilience to flooding events over 10 years 
(the Making Space for Water programme). 

But there are alternatives. We could do more or do less than what’s in our proposal. 

We want to know whether Aucklanders think we should make do with what we have 
(see our central proposal below), plan to do more, or do less. 

There are also options and trade-offs in how we fund the services proposed, such as 
creating an investment fund (Auckland Future Fund), that we want your feedback on. 

Less, Central or More 

Central proposal 
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Under our proposal the annual rates increase for the average value residential 
property is set at 

7.5 per cent in year one 

3.5 per cent in year two 

8.0 per cent in year three 

no more than 3.5 per cent for the years after that. 

This provides a central level of service focussed on making do with what we have, 
while spending more where it is needed most. 

  

CAPEX $39.3b      OPEX $72.0b 

Pay less and get less 

Paying less to get less could limit average rates increases for residential ratepayers to 
as low as 

5.5 per cent in year one 

3.5 per cent in year two 

3.5 per cent in year three 

no more than 1 per cent above CPI inflation thereafter, depending on the level of 
service and investment reductions. 

This will require cuts to some service levels, or will slow down improvements. 

  

CAPEX $33.5b      OPEX $69.2b 

Pay more and get more 

Paying more to get more could see average rates increases for residential ratepayers 
rise by up to 

14 per cent in year one 

10 per cent in year two 

10 per cent in year three 

5 per cent for the years after that. 

This includes speeding up investment in transport services and climate resilience. 
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CAPEX $52.0b      OPEX $76.5b 

There is a lot to consider and some challenging decisions to make – so we’d like you 
to have your say to inform our decisions. 

Overall direction for the long-term plan 

For more information on this proposal, read Part four of the consultation document 

  

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? 

(Note that while we can do less of some activities, we will still fund actions required of 
us by law) 

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

I suggest that Auckland Council make do with what the Labour govt started instead of 
blaming them & adding more to the cash strapped people in our area & greater 
Auckland 

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

Stop creating extra work for your contractors by removing rubbish bins from all our bus 
stops. We know have to call the Beautification department to come and pick up all the 
rubbish being dumped by irresponsible people.  

Transport plan 

Read pages 32-34 of the consultation document for more information on this proposal. 

Regional Fuel Tax 

The government has announced the cancellation of one of the council's funding 
sources, the regional fuel tax (RFT), ending the scheme four years early. The council 
had initially budgeted for two more years of RFT to support investment in specified 
transport infrastructure and services, but this funding is no longer available for this LTP. 
As a result, the central proposal in this plan has been updated with proposed RFT 
funding removed and a corresponding reduction in the level of investment in transport 
projects. The specific projects that would be affected is still to be determined. 

Our proposal 
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Our budget proposes working with government to make progress toward an integrated 
transport plan for Auckland. It proposes a total capital spend of $13.4 billion for 
Auckland Transport over 10 years. 

This includes: 

making public transport faster, more reliable and easier to use by investing in rapid 
transit network actions, such as making it easier to pay and introducing capped weekly 
public transport passes 

network optimisation, reducing temporary traffic management requirements and 
introducing dynamic lanes 

stopping some previously-planned initiatives, such as some raised pedestrian 
crossings and cycleways. 

There are also options to do more, or do less (See page 34) 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Tell us why 

Sort your staff out to do the jobs correctly. Fill potholes correct the first time. Asphalt is 
not to fill holes in and leave for big trucks to damage on the same day and stay till they 
are done correctly. It's not rocket science 

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

No 

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

I would spend less if the jobs were done correctly in the first instance 

North Harbour Stadium 

Further information on each option can be found on page 104 of the consultation 
document. 

In response to future investment needs of North Harbour Stadium, we are considering 
options for the future of the stadium precinct.  

We could keep the stadium precinct as it is now, and maintain it at a cost of $33 million 
over 10 years. Or, we could redevelop the stadium precinct to better deliver for the 
needs of the North Shore community, funded through reallocation of this $33 million, 
the sale of some stadium precinct land while retaining the existing community playing 
fields and any other external funding available.  
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Another option is to change the operational management of the stadium to ensure 
greater use by the community. Changes to operational management can be 
considered in addition to either Option 1 or Option 2. 

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

(Please select one or more options) 

Tell us why 

My wife & I used to live on the North shore, and we had no issues going to & from the 
stadium for any sporting on fundraising events 

Major investments 

For more information on this proposal, read Part five of the consultation document. 

We are proposing a diversified investment fund for Auckland (the Auckland Future 
Fund). 

The key objectives of this proposal are to: 

protect the value of the council’s major investments 

provide a funding source to mitigate the risk posed by climate change and other major 
environmental challenges, and change how we manage our insurance 

enhance cash returns to council to help pay for council services 

spread the risk of council’s investments over a range of different assets in different 
locations 

better provide for changing community needs and continuing to deliver our strategic 
objectives 

The proposal includes the transfer of council’s shareholding of just over 11 per cent in 
Auckland International Airport Limited (AIAL) to the fund to enable the subsequent sale 
of any or all the shares by the fund manager. 

The fund may be structured as a trust (or similar structure), and would have clear rules 
and restrictions around what circumstances the funds can be accessed by the council 
in the future. This might be a Council Controlled Organisation. It would be managed by 
a professional fund manager(s) under a clear set of investment objectives and policies 
set by the council. 

As the objectives for the fund would involve diversifying risk by spreading the fund 
across a range of investments, it is almost certain that most, if not all, of the AIAL 
shares would be sold over time. 
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We are also considering changes to the way the Port of Auckland operates, which may 
also result in further investment into the Auckland Future Fund (see questions 4b and 
4c). 

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

Waste of money. Shareholders and the Auckland public will not benefit 

Auckland Council owns 100 per cent of Port of Auckland Limited (POAL), which is the 
company that owns and operates the Port of Auckland on the central city waterfront. 
POAL makes profits for and returns a dividend to Auckland Council. The port land and 
wharves are currently owned by POAL and are used for commercial freight and cruise 
ship harbour facilities. 

 

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: 

It's a logical choice 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

The operation works well as it is 
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5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

It ain't broke so don't fix it. Keep the cloud for any future events. It does it's job, and 
you can always use the wharf for other public programmes 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

Do not support 

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

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. 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. 

Support 

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

None as of yet 

 

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? 
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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 
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 most priorities 
 

 

 

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. 

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. 

Not 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. 

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. 

I belong to the Weymouth Residents 
Association, and we all support any funding 
available for the above projects 

 

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? 

None at this stage
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

Congestion ON ROADS (get it sorted 

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

Have lucnhes and tea breaks 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

you are trying to Rely on Buses Aucklanders want there own rides get it sorted 13.4 
billion just get it sorted 

 

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

Traffic woes 

 

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

lunches Dinners  and fine dinning 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

What good is a stadiumn when you cant get over the bridge Get rid of it 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Wrong people are running it 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Dont give it away Double the Rent every five years Or sell it to CHINA 

 

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: 

all that comes off that land should go directly into ROADING get freight moving 

 

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

Tell us here: 

keep China as an option to buy Auckland 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Sell them to china 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us why: 
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Put albany stadium at Bledisloe 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Other 

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

Do not support 

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

Other 

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 
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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. 

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. 

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? 

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. 
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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. 

 

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 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. 

Very Important 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

Not Important 
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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. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

Make Manukau & Otara Pay for Manurewa 
up keep they always want to shuffle our 
way 

 

Tell us why 

Not Good 

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

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Get the roads sorted First then we can all make the dollar
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

Drinking water, sewage, then roads maint., minimal new roads, and NOTHING else. 

Once out of debt (10years?) buy back airport(40% for income stream) upgrade sea 
port, and then flood control, and hospitals. Later safety around schools. 
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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 cycle ways, walk ways, and stop all other local funding, until we are out of debt. 
Once out of debt we look forward to community funding. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

At this time and this level of debt we must first get to positive cash. This means we 
may have to sell more assets. 

 

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

NO. 

 

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

Yes all staff earning over $120K must reapply for their positions, half the staff and 

GREATLY reduce the wages of those.    There are top CEOs not getting more than 
$150k no one more than that except the mayor. Let the younger people into mangt. 

 

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: 

SAVE MONEY at this time. 

 

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

Tell the public when Auckland will most likely be out of debt. And stick to it.  

. 

The mayors mandate was to save money, nothing else. 

 

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? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Pay off debt. 

 

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

Tell us here: 

Pay off all debt first. 

 

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: 

Do not waste an income stream. 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Do not waste an income stream. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Support 
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We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

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

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 

 

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

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

Fix the problem with stray dogs / unsupervised dogs - change the owner's behavior 
through strict rules. Fix the basic issues before spending millions on something else 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Fix the basic issues before spending millions on something else like cycleways. E.g., 
fix the issue with illegal dumping, public transport delays, stray dogs, crimes in 
supermarkets and its carparks. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Too much money already spent for public transport and there are NO improvement for 
people with daily commute to work, situation is even worse now. Speculating on rail's 
heat issue for trains to get more money. Buses are cancelled all the time. This is 
ongoing issue and every year Auckland city council just asks for more money to fix it 
but no results for the usual residents. 

 

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

Remove cycleway projects and spend on basic things to keep the city clean and safe. 
Cannot walk on the streets and in the parks of South Auckland due to stray dogs. 90% 
of the time you spot them 

 

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

stop wasting money on posters and Thank you messages for compost bins use. 

 

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 
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Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Do not support 

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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? 

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 
and addressing local safety concerns 

 

145



#1163 
 
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 most priorities 
 

 

 

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

Fairly 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 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Not Important 
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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. 

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. 

Not 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 

Need to focus on reducing crime sin supermarkets, removing stray dogs form the 
streets, dogs barking - animal management needs improvement, plus illegal dumping. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa 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: Manurewa 

 

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? 

Im not sure 

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: 

Stop focusing on public transport because how Auckland is shaped and planned is not 
fit for a public transport-style city. Only a few Aucklanders use public transport. The city 
has been planned for the automobile mode of travelling and that is what we 
Aucklanders are currently used to and what is fit for purpose. If you want to create a 
dominant public transport city, plan the city accordingly. The city needs to be more 
dense to promote public transport. The luxury of having public transport that's 
affordable and reliable would be too hard to achieve because the city does not have 
the same intensity as some other major cities in the world where public transport is the 
dominant mode of commute and travel eg New York, Hong Kong etc.. If Auckland 
wants better, reliable and affordable public transport, there needs to be a long term 
plan for the future slowly shaping the city to accommodate the links for a public 
transport city. This needs to be embedded by plan changes, district plan rules etc... 
Aucklanders at the end of the day need to make the decision, is it more reliable and 
cheaper for me to bus, train, ferry rather than driving? - If you can convince us that it is 
better to use public transport, then we would use public transport as how the council 
would us to, which is good for everybody. 

 

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

Why would any Aucklander who isn't above the medium class want to spend more? 
Everything is so expensive. The middle class are the new poor and the poor are 
pushed even further down. 

 

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

Spend less on anything that is considered a luxury. The council needs to re-assess 
their priorities. Do we need Arts and funds for the communities for vibrancy etc etc??? 
No, we do not! Use that money for flooding and resilience, infrastructure and better 
roading which are far more important. If in doubt, resort to promoting health and safety. 
Meaning, is it safer to put money into infrastructure or build a new park in Mt Albert? 
The obvious answer is infrastructure.  Obviously, Arts and community events are 
special but at this time, Council has to be stingy to get things done. In the future when 
things are getting normal, the council can invest money into communities. 
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3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Other 

 

Tell us why: 

If it won't cost more for either option, then proceed. If it will cost more than what is 
expected then it is already a failed project. In my opinion, 33 million of maintenance 
over 10 years(3.3million a year) is way too expensive for a stadium that's 
underperforming, unattractive and unamusing. However, I don't live in North-shore so I 
don't really 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)? 

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

 

Tell us why: 

Why would you want to sell Auckland's major assets? That should be the last option 
and I don't think we've reached that stage yet. 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

This is a short-term fast money scheme. 35 years is a long time and anything can 
happen between that time. I would rather the ports continue to develop better ways of 
finding funds than leasing off their assets. 

 

150



#1187 
 
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 mean the improvement in infrastructure, roading etc then I'm all for 
it. 

 

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: 

I think the ports need to appreciate what else can the land be otherwise utilised for in 
terms of port activities. If there are no plans for expansion that would provide more 
profits, then transfer the land that is not currently being used so council can 

 

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: 

Like my answer in 5a, if there are other means the council can better utilise the land 
for profits then so be it. 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Do not support 

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

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. 

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? 

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 
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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. 

 

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 most priorities 
 

 

 

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

Fairly 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 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

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. 

Crime in Manurewa is so bad. Better 
initiatives, education, and awareness in the 
area needs to be provided. Having a hub 
for Ngati Tamaoho is a luxury. They have 
one in Papakura. Also an Arts broker is also 
a luxury, maybe people needs to discover 
cultural arts in school. 

 

Tell us why 

I think more consideration/funds needs to be given to planning services and 
environmental services. How do they have 0 budget when its those 2 factors that 
shape the vibrancy, safety and resilience of the area. 

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do less 

 

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

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

AT needs to be reigned in and more intelligent use of ratepayer money.  Dynamic 
lanes is a good idea. 

 

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

red light cameras.  Shockig how many red light running goes on and the associated 
risk of crashes and injury.  Will pay for itself i would imagine. 

 

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

Speed humps!!! 

 

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: 

free up under-performing assets to pay off debt 

 

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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board 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? 

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 
and addressing local safety concerns 
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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 most priorities 
 

 

 

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

Fairly 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 

161



#1296 
 

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. 

Fairly Important 

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? 
 

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community 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? 

Tax the millionaires/multi property owners more than FHBs 

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

Tax FHBs less 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Pt needs some live, yes, but not at the cost of more taxes from the middle class. Tax 
the wealthy more 

 

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

Police presence 

 

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

Anything entertainment related. Transport and police spending should be priority 

 

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: 

Sell it. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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. 

 

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. 

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? 

 

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

Manurewa,Papakura 

 

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 
and addressing local safety concerns 
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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 most priorities 
 

 

 

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

Fairly 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 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Not Important 
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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. 

I don't know 

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. 

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. 

Crime prevention is super important for the 
area. Needs more police presence in the 
area to deter crime 

 

Tell us why 

It's good but need action. Hire people who do, not just make plans please 

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

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

I do not support most 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 

Fairly Important 
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Anzac day events. This is particularly 
special to our area given the strong military 
history in Papakura. 

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. 

Not Important 

We will continue to support the Takanini 
Business Association in their Business 
Improvement District (BID) establishment. 

Not Important 

Papakura has a talented and culturally rich 
community, and we will continue to 
showcase this through the community arts 
programme. 

Not Important 

 

Tell us why 

Needs more crime prevention and police presence 

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

Not great. Need to deal wth crime before we become the next Miami 

 

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do 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? 

Less hours to complete small jobs - ie roundabout on weymouth Road in South 
Auckland has taken over 5 months and still not completed!! 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Cycle lanes in most of Auckland are simply not used.  To try and compare Auckland to 
flat countries in Europe is ridiculous considering Auckland is no where near flat.  And 
most cannot afford an E bike. 

 

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

Skilled people on the ground that will work hard and fast.  We are all sick of seeing 
masses of people in roadworks standing around doing nothing while a few are 
working. 

 

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

Speed humps.  Lowering speed limits where it is not needed. 

 

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

Maintain the current.  No need for a significant spending all at once to relocate.  the 
location is grea as it is. 

 

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

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 
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Tell us why: 

Ridiculous to even think of the idea of giving up AKL airport shares.  Covid was a 
downer for sure, but it can only go up from there. 

 

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: 

Absolutely ridiculous idea.  It is very well known that the likes of CP World add a lot 
onto the cost of using ports which will get passed onto the consumer.  This is a no 
brainer - we must retain the ports and the operations. 

 

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

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

As long as used wisely, then this plenty of money to help fund council services.  As 
mentioned we as the public see a lot of wasted time and people on the ground 
attempting to look like they are working on the roads. 

 

4d. Do you have 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 

 

173



#1354 
 
Tell us why: 

The import car business of the port generates significant revenue for the port and 
Auckland.  This would mean having to utilize other parts of the port which could then 
see the Pacific Island cargo ships delay awaiting space on the wharf. 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

As above, all car imports take up this foot print.  There is not other option for these 
cars.  If moved to another port, then the carbon foot print to move these is even bigger.  
again if these had to be discharged at another wharf at POAL, then you will be 
restricting very important life changing shipment into the pacific Islands where alot rely 
on shipping from 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. 

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 

Do not support 

174



#1354 
 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

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

Support 

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

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

Support 

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

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. 

 

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. 

 

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

Fairly 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. 

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. 

Fairly Important 

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. 

The above appears to target based on race.  
EVERYONE should be included and 
focused on.  EVERYONE in the community 
contributes and all matter. 
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Tell us why 

Fix Nathan Homestead in Hillpark, Manurewa. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa 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: Manurewa 

 

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 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? 

I would say free kids events which have been great in the past. However, almost every 
event we planned to attend in the Out and About series was cancelled due to weather. 
Understandably, you don’t control the weather. But I imagine the tax payer is on the 
hook if the event is cancelled or not. So just cancel the outside stuff. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Auckland transport. Those speed bumps and signage around schools was an 
embarrassing waste of money. If anything, all the extra stuff has limited car parks for 
pick up even more, creating a more hectic environment for families around schools. 
Also, the speed humps are getting ripped up by all the low as cars. I’m guessing they’ll 
need to be constantly remedied and has caused an ongoing problem. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Should have kept the fuel tax. AT is not going to be reliable enough to be a persons 
sole means of transport… and when it costs the same or more as having a car, why 
put yourself in that position. Also, not a lot of riders are going point A to B and back. 
LOTS of people pick up kids on the way home. 

 

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

Cyclist licence and infringements. Why can they run a red light? 

 

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

Changing speed limits. 

 

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Sell off the land. Wouldn’t this be a local board initiative? How many Aucklanders do 
you reasonably expect to use the NORTH SHORE stadium. As a south aucklander, the 
traffic is not worth going over the bridge for any kind of activity. 
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4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

Sounds like the best of both worlds- ownership retained plus getting some positive 
cash flow. Nice 

 

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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Seems okay 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

That’s a lot of money to loose and if you’re trying to improve Auckland transport, 
commuting to a plan that requires an untold amount of extra trucks isn’t a great idea. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

I don't know 

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

Support 
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. 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? 

Not much, just that I’ll support anything that’s meant to fix the issue of dumping 
untreated waste into our waters whenever it rains a lot (which is often). How 
embarrassing it is to have all your beaches closed for POO in the water. Yuck 

 

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? 

183



#1371 
 
 

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 
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 most priorities 
 

 

 

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

Very Important 
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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. 

Not Important 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly 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. 

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. 

Not happy about the Nathan Homestead 
fiasco. It’s one of the only nice places in 
Manurewa. I’ve attended many weddings, 
birthday parties and arts events here. 
Kicking out the current occupants looks like 
bullying and private interest to me. 

 

Tell us why 
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On the whole it sounds alright, but lots are vague. “Building social cohesion” is easier 
said than done. That’s something that comes over generations and Rewa doesn’t have 
a lot of long term residents looking for this from their government. My neighbourho 

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

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Having a say is pretty cool and not something I’ve ever experienced in other places 
I’ve lived.

186



#  

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

Investment in developing a larger and more integrated network of public transport, and 
micro-mobility options, particularly safer cycling lanes that provide easy safe access to 
train stations.   

Development of 15-minute cities. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Funding for Local board transport initiatives: it needs to be managed at a regional level 
with a unified approach. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Encouraging Aucklanders to take active models of transport should be a priority as in 
the long term, getting people out of cars has huge payback in terms of health, 
infrastructure and environment. Reduces spending on cycleways and safer pedestrian 
access is a huge step backwards. 

 

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

Infrasturture that promotes cycling, walking, and other micromobility. 

Initiatives to build a culture of less cars and more active transport. 

 

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

no 

 

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 

188



#1387 
 
 

Tell us why: 

Our assets need to work for us and be diversified. There is no room for sentimentality, 
AIA is not Nana's tea set. 

 

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. 

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? 

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 
and addressing local safety concerns 
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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 most priorities 
 

 

 

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

Fairly 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. 

Not 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 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Very Important 
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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. 

Very 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. 

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 

Given the rapidly increasing population density, traffic congestion, and Auckland's 
commitment to reducing climate-changing emissions; a greater priority needs to be 
placed on future-proofing Manurewa's transport network. This should include linking all 
p 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa 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: Manurewa 

 

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 more 

 

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

Yes stop the re-development of areas into high density areas until infrastructure is 
capable of accommodating it. Shelve the Transport initiatives where bus routes are 
tying up road area and causing further constrictions on what is an already pressurised  
road system, remove Labour parties ridiculous speed restrictions 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Reduce the fat cats at the top this means the people advising on all the spending of 
rate payers' money and involve business on any future projects that you might have 
planned, it seems to me that the fat cats you have in attendance are not cutting it? 
Reduce welfare spending to those that are genuine cases. Get rid of all the studies 
into feasibility of projects that seem to go nowhere! 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Too restricting and no financial buy in (assistance) from big business. This shouldn't 
only be the Ratepayers responsibility!  

Maybe you could consider restricting heavy vehicles on roads during rush hours. 

Put cyclists on foot paths - already exist? This already happens in cities like London 
etc. 

 

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

N/A 

 

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

Councilor's salaries, they obviously aren't worth it 

 

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

This is peculiar to North Shore residents. If they want better etc. they are the ones who 
should wear the cost 
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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: 

You keep selling of existing ones, who's to say this will not be the case in the Future. 

One would have thought that these so called council advisors would have 
implemented some like this years ago, isn't this why you have them? 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

It 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? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

The top 2 so that some investment is put back in to Ports of Auckland to maintain and 
improve facilities 

 

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

Tell us here: 
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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: 

It makes sense that the council has no funding available and would probably lose 
money, as we did with Mighty water when the Government sold as a loss 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Would like to reduce council spend and rates to manageable limits 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems 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. I don't know 

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

 

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

 

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

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? 

Given that we are the Biggest city in New Zealand why is it that Government spending 
does not reflect this? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

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: Manurewa 

 

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 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? 

Dog Parks, 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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Building roads 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

More public transport and cycle infrastructure is needed 

 

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

Bike lanes, bus lanes, bus frequency 

 

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

Roads 

 

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

Important to maintain airport shares 
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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: 

the port needs to be relocated 

 

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: 

Port needs to move 

 

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: 

Port needs to 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 

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

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? 

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. 
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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. 

 

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? 

Fairly 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 
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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 
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. 

Not 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. 

I don't know 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

I don't know 

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 

Need to prioritize more local cycling infrastructure 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa 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: Manurewa 

 

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? 

There were a lot of words in the report with little substanc also where there were figers 
and statistics not even a magnifying glass made it  posible to read so I am no wiser 
what Mr Brown truly proposes. I do not wish to subsidize the arrival and housing of 
foreingers regardless of what country they come fro, 

207



#1443 
 
1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

National co-olition government will not subsidize or help with rail as it takes away from 
bus companies and trucking gompanies which "donate" several millions to National  
and there is no such thing as a free meal 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Have already stated why. Rail is essential but unrealistic with present government and 
wages for drivers of buses needs to be increased to that of pilots as the decision 
making re safety and vehicles around them plus safety of passengers is far greater 
than aircraft other than an aircraft is of greater value than a bus but people are at 
greater risk tavelling on buses. 

 

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

could not read costing due to microscopical size of figers quoted and already 
commented on .My magnifyiing glass was not strong enough!!! 

 

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

See previous comment 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

I don't live on North shore surely it is for the people of that area to comment on  and 
when they were an independent city  dealt with their own problems. 

 

208



#1443 
 
4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

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

 

Tell us why: 

The shares in the Auckland Airport belonged to South Auckland and should be for 
South Auckland rate apyers to decide on.our own representatative opposed it and this 
is just a slimy way Mr. Brown hopes to get his own way. 

 

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 of State assets in the past has proven the running down of the systems  e.g. 
RAIL or the increase incost to the publicwhen privatized  e.g. TRUST POWER to 
MERCURY ,pOSTAL SERVICE AND TELEPHONE SYSTEMS. SHIPNG COMPANIES  
and also higher danger risks to workers due to shortcuts made by private companies 
so that shareholders can get dividends. 

 

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 the Auckland Port and Harbour needs even providing alternative harbours or 
ports to serviceimport and exportof products and people. 

 

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

The wort Port means a door and is derived from french. Therefore the Port of Auckland 
is a Major door to Aotearoa and should remain so ensuring the safety and employment 
of its workers and citizens. as previously stated all financial figures were unreadable. 

 

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: 

Mr. brown has interests down around the Port area and is thinking of self interest and 
not treating the Port as a Port . Millions must have already been used from ratepayers 
pockets not using Auckland Central or the Harbour area.. 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Uder Mayor brown He cannot be trusted  and the Port is meant to be a Port not a 
Holiday resort. There are plenty of beaches and hotels already around 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. 

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 
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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? 

What proposals??? 

 

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

I 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. 

Not 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 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly Important 

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. 

Very Important 
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Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

I don't know 

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. 

1, Why consider older immigrants what 
about older Kiwis and indigenous persons 

2 I do not know who Ngati Tamaoho are or 
their aspirations but would support them if I 
knew what they or who they represented. 

3. Why lump Maori and Pacific Arts in One 
Pie . They are different and this lumping 
together is typical european emigrant 
attitude. 

4  What are ther plans for Mountford 
Park?? 

 

Tell us why 

Haven't seen any Plans 

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

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Change the name of the place named Auckland after a useless English Lord to its 
beautiful name Tamaki Makaurau . 

My great grandparents ,grandparents Parents and myself  have paid rates to Auckland 
and Manurewa for generations and sick of suporting emigrants  we need land and 
housing for our future children they cannot afford to live in Auskland any more and it is 
becoming a home for the rich and a getto for the middleclass roads are blocked with 
parked cars and there is no space for families to have a play area or place to plant fruit 
trees or a garden
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do 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? 

No thanks, I think we pay heaps already 

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 funding unnecessary environmental concerns, we are already such a green 
country that anything else doesn't make a difference on the global scale. Stop 
micromanaging farmers and let them do it the way they know best. Stop funding woke 
nonsense like pride parades, we don't need this agenda rammed down the throats of 
our poor children 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I currently avoid public transport since the system is a mess. If it is fixed I will take it 
more often! 

 

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: 

Pls spend as little on this stadium as possible. The people using it should be 
contributing, and those of us who live far away and never go there shouldn't be 
affected 

 

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

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 
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Tell us why: 

Don't sell the shares. They're a much more valuable asset and not worth losing. Cut 
the environmental spending, it's a waste of time since the environment is fine, it 
doesn't need fixing and it's already protected enough 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

I don't support the Auckland Future Fund. Whatever will get you more money overall 
across the 35 years seems the more feasible economic choice, just pls don't increase 
our rates in future if you run out of money in future from borrowing from the future if 
you lease this 

 

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: 

Definitely spend it on the council services! I don't support the Auckland Future Fund 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

I don't know 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Seems expenny, don't know if it'll be worth the price 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

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

Do not support 

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

 

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

Support 

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

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? 

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? 
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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 
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 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? 
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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. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

I don't know 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

I don't know 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

Based off what is applicable to me and 
those closest to me 

 

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 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 things properly. Do it once, do it tight. Maintain footpaths using concrete rather than 
asphalt patch ups. Provide CCCs that really do mean people aren't struggling with 
dodgy apartment buildings and Council is left as last man standing for prosecution. 
Provide ongoing Maintenance of infrastructure and maintain neighbourhoods with 
thoughtful housing proposals that stop developers like Kaianga ora decuding how 
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neigbourhoods grow and evolve. Value the South as much as Remuera, Ponsonby 
and Parnell's interests. Pay less for consulting fees, trim the fat from Council and then 
just get on with it. 

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

Cultural events - fireworks displays - wasteful spending. You need to cut back or at 
least raise revenue so events pay for themselves. Charge kids or their parents if 
caught tagging, spraying graffiti or vandalising are required to be involved in 
community work to restore fix their damage. A wage freeze for any staff earning over 
100,000 for the next 3 years would help 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Some pedestrian crossings, near resthomes, need to be raised so mobility scooters 
can safely cross. One size fits all of Auckland won't work. 

 

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

Security in unsafe parts of Auckland at night. Train stations etc. Footpaths 

 

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

Road calming measures and bike lanes 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

There are pros and cons both ways. I like that we continue to get a dividend but once 
you sell the shares they are gone forever 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

35 years is too long 

 

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

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Spend it wisely where needed. Cut your cloth now, the future fund will not help us in 
the now 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

We need more public spaces in this area 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

Support 
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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. 

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? 

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? 
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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 
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 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? 
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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. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly 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. 

I don't know 

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. 

I think we're struggling to maintain what we 
have, let alone enhance. And parks keep 
getting ripped up by motorbikes, new play 
equipment vandalised. It doesn't seem 
valued by the community 

 

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? 

Manurewa is a diverse community that is becoming more and more unsafe. Safety 
needs to be a priority
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

protection of native trees on private property 

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

rural greenfield and allowing wetland reclamation with cleanfill 
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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? 

raised pedestrian crossings and 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)? 

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

 

Tell us why: 

DO NOT SELL ANYMORE PUBLIC OWNED ASSESTS SUCH AS AIRPORT STOCKS 
ETC 

 

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

231



#1775 
 

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: 

DO NOT SELL ANYMORE PUBLIC OWNED ASSESTS SUCH AS 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: 

 

4d. Do you have 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: 

didn't the ports say they need this land to grow the growing port? .... 

 

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. I don't know 

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

Support 

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

I don't know 

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

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? 

Manurewa,Waitematā 

 

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 
and addressing local safety concerns 
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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? 

I don't know 

 

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. 

I don't know 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Very Important 
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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. 

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. 

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. 

focus on saving Manurewa marae from 
slipping into the sea before Te Pua/Keith 
Park 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa 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 support all priorities 

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

Deliver a new civic space at 254 Ponsonby 
Road. 

 

Very Important 
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Complete detailed design of Leys Institute 
remediation and seismic strengthening, and 
progress physical works. 

 

I don't know 

Phased delivery of improvements for Heard 
Park. 

 

I don't know 

Deliver services and programmes that 
support youth activation, leadership, and 
wellbeing, particularly in Newmarket. 

 

Not Important 

Develop programmes that improve 
perceptions of safety within the City Centre, 
and our town-centres. 

 

Very Important 

Support local communities to develop 
Emergency Planning & Readiness 
Response Plans. 

 

Very Important 

Seek opportunities to promote and 
celebrate heritage places in Waitematā 
including making digital content and place-
based stories more accessible. 

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 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? 

Stick to providing the basics well I.e. roads, water, transport, libraries, public pools, 
playgrounds in low socioeconomic areas. No more big projects until there are sufficient 
funds to cover the ‘nice’ to haves, not ‘need’ to have. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Cycle ways. I am a keen cyclist, but I see cycle ways as a ‘nice’ to have. There’s plenty 
of good riding without them.  

Also, the cycle barriers are too narrow and dangerous in places for cyclists in urban 
areas. Not great for motorists either.  

Stop making more bus lanes and where there are, have consistency around the hours 
of operation - they change in different spots and are most confusing.  

Stop wasting money on 30km signage on side roads. It’s unenforceable.  

Stop wasting money on $500k speed bumps. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

As above, I am a keen cyclist and I’m against new cycleways until we have sufficient 
funds to pay for them without hiking our rates excessively. In new housing 
developments, I believe the developers should be charged for cycle way development. 

 

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

Rail network. It is bad. 

 

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

Bus lanes. There are bus lanes around manukau that buses don’t use. Waste of 
money having them. 

 

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: 

It’s a good idea to spread risk and invest for the future. I just hope the fund managers 
are better with the councils money  than the ASB KiwiSaver ones - they’ve been 
shocking. 

 

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 can’t see a port in Whangārei, so we do need the port in Auckland. I agree that 
getting money for the future fund is good as it doesn’t come from the ratepayers 
pocket. 

 

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 Auckland attractive 

 

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: 

There’s no future for a port at Whangārei, and with a growing population, we need the 
current port capacity to remain unchanged. 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Mainly due to the fact that Auckland is growing, so the port needs this capacity to 
remain the same. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Support 

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

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

Support 
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reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

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

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. 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? 

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. 

 

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. 

 

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 
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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 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly Important 

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. 

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. 

There is no money for the nice to haves. 
Spend it where you get real value. 
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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? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support As proposed 

 

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

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? 

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. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

 

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

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

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

 

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

It's needed, 

 

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

Libraries 

 

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

Council exorbitant wages. 

 

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

Belongs to the sth auckland rate payers. It's not yours to touch. 

 

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: 

Belongs to auckland rate payers. It's not yours to touch 

 

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: 

Community services need to be foremost in your delivery 

 

4d. Do you have 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: 

Keep ownership of this area for future development, make this area a public space. 

 

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. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board 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? 

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 
and addressing local safety concerns 
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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 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Very Important 
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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. 

Fairly 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. 

Because we need to support all aspects of 
community within the community. 
Leadership is important too. 

 

Tell us why 

It's a plan but needs yearly review to roll with what's happening at the time. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa 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: Manurewa 

 

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? 

Bring in privately delivered services to increase efficiencies and bring costs down. 
Time and time again, studies show that the 'benefits' of privatisation of public services 
does not deliver the espoused benefits and that market concentration over vertically 
integrated industries results in waste and excess profits being drive offshore (e.g., the 
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delivery of 3Waters services in the UK, the privatization of municipal waste collection 
services, public works, the operation of public transportation services, the maintenance 
of parks and community facilities, etc ,etc). 

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

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Replace the RFT with congestion charging and increase transport funding for public 
transportation project. 

 

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

Light Rail to the airport, a second harbour crossing (or crossings). Maintenance of the 
current roading/cycle way network. 

 

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

Raised pedestrian crossings. 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

Do not sell public assets, but consider pumping more $$ into TAU's budget to bring 
more events that better serve the community to the stadium. Spend money to attract 
events to the stadium. 
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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: 

Proceed with the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund and increase 
shareholding in the airport as a cash-flow positive/revenue-generating enterprise. 

 

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? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

A mix of all of the above. 

 

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

Tell us here: 

Keep the operation of the port and the port lands in public ownership. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 
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Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

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

Support 

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

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

Do not support 

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

 

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

Support 

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

Support 

 

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

 

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

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. 

 

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. 

 

Tell us why 

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

I support most priorities 
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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 
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. 

Not 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. 
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Tell us why 

I support the priorities as presented. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa 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: Manurewa 

 

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? 

Nothing. Can't afford 

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

Cut down pay of your staff that earns big bucks and doesn't do much. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

It's a bad idea. 

 

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

Nothing. Inflation 

 

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: 

I don't live in North shore 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Do not support 
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the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

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

Do not support 

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

Other 

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

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

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

 

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

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 
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? 

I do not support most 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. 

Not Important 

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? 
 

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do 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? 

Need to invest some of the funds into critically needed public transport infrastructure in 
the south eg Manurewa to link us up with everything else. 

Also do.more cycleways. 

 

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

 

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Build on the shares. Dont be too rash. 

 

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

Other 
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Tell us here: 

5b. 

 

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: 

A future fund takes from some and doesnt give to others. 

 

4d. Do you have 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 

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. 

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? 

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 
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? 

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 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Very Important 
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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. 

Not 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. 

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 

Support. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa 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: Manurewa 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation 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? 

a new Harbour bridge, doesn't have to be fancy or look good. but put a new bridge 
right next to the existing one, have 5 lanes each way at all times, you can reduce the 
lanes to 3 in the center of the new bridge to take strain off it. have one lane both ways 
for buses, and reserve one of the lanes for pedestrian and bikes, if you had just got on 
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with it 3 years ago we would have it now. don't worry about tunneling or making light 
rail, just do bus ways for the north shore and actually make them bus exclusive. 

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

anything that doesn't relate to the core business of the council services. don't spend 
any money on concerts or anything silly like that. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

they don't pay dividends, get rid of them 
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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: 

shouldn't be councils job to operate 

 

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: 

this future fund sounds silly isn't it better to just spend the money on infrastructure 
because the cost of development increases more than the return of the fund? 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

need the money and if you bring containers in by road it will cause congestion and 
higher damage to roads 

 

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: 

because what you would end up doing with that land would be a disaster and better off 
leaving it for the port, should have build the waterfront stadium 20 years ago 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

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? 

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. 
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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. 

 

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 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 
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Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

I don't know 

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. 

Very 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. 

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 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? 

fix the transport issues - 5 lanes each way on the southern motorway 

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

get rid of bus lanes 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

get rid of cycleways and pedestrian crossings. so few people use or would use 
cycleways. stop pandering to cyclists as they have such a minimal impact on Auckland 
transport 

 

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

widening the southern motorway 

 

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

ferries. so relatively few people use ferries. 

 

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: 

we need to keep the shares in the Airport - it is a great future income streamm. once it 
is sold it is lost forever 
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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? 

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. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the 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. 

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? 

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 
and addressing local safety concerns 
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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 do not support most 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 
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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. 

Fairly 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. 

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? 
 

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 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? 

Do away with the cultural boards as this is wasted money 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Not all ratepayers are able to take public transport so don't let AT do any more single 
lanes or unused bike lanes designed to disrupt traffic flow. 

 

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: 

Stadium is underused 

 

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

Future funding 

 

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

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

You don't have the funds to revamp the wharves 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

You don't have the funds to revamp the wharves 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Do not support 
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the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

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

Support 

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

Do not support 

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

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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? 

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 
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? 

I support most priorities 
 

 

 

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

Fairly 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. 

Not Important 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly Important 
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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. 

Fairly 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. 

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. 

Why all the focus on Maori ? PS: I am a 
part Maori/European New Zealander 

 

Tell us why 

See above 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa 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): A M Building Projects Ltd 

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 less 

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

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

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

not relevant 

 

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

no 

 

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

inspection 

 

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

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

no good 

 

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

not good 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

to much traffic 

 

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: 

na 

 

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

Tell us here: 

na 

 

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: 

na 

 

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: 

traffic 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

na 

 

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

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu,Manurewa,Papakura 

 

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? 

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. 

na 

Tell us why 

no good 

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

I do not support most priorities 
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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. 

Not 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 

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. 

na 
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Tell us why 

na 

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

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

I do not support any 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. 

Not 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. 

Not 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. 

Not Important 

We will continue to support the Takanini 
Business Association in their Business 
Improvement District (BID) establishment. 

Not Important 
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Papakura has a talented and culturally rich 
community, and we will continue to 
showcase this through the community arts 
programme. 

Not Important 

 

Tell us why 

not good 

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

2024 

 

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: Manurewa 

 

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 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? 

public transport 

 

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

raised pedestrian crossings 

 

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

too many stadiums 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

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

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

I don't know 

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

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

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? 

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 
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. 
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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? 

I 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. 

Fairly 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 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly Important 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

Fairly Important 
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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. 

Not 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? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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  

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do more 

 

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

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: 

Not relevant to me as I don't go 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: 

 

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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

Support 
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we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

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

Support 

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

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 
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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? 

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

I support most priorities 
 

 

 

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

Fairly 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 
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. 

Fairly 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 
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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? 
 

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

Yes, stop concessions or free amenties like swimming pools and libraries 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Too expensive projects. Last week to Tauranga, i saw 20 workers on site, loittering and 
only 2 working, an indian and an asian !!! Crappy contractors the council got. 

 

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

No 

 

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

All public parks etc 

 

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

If you have to increase rates to do it then no! 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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 you not getting much out of it then sell it. Atleast there will be less rates hike at this 
hard times. 
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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: 

NA 

 

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: 

Only viable way. 

 

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: 

increase commercial points here 

 

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

I don't know 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

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. 

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. 

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 
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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? 

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. 
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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. 

 

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 do not support most 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. 

Very Important 
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Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

I don't know 

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 

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. 

ITs what i think it is. 

 

Tell us why 

Very poor. No major innovative ideas to get money in but just hike in rates! 

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

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Yes,  
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Need to increase survellance in the area, fine culprits littering and destroying public 
areas and parks, grafitti etc.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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: 

 

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? 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

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

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

Do not support 

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

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

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

Do not support 

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

 

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

Do not support 

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

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

 

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

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 
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 
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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 
 

 

 

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

events, recreational activities, investing in Citycentre 
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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? 

pause on major work and new road construction 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

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

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

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

Support 

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

Do not support 

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

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

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

Support 

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

 

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

I don't know 

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

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

 

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

 

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

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 
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. 
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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? 

I do not support most 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. 

Very 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 
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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. 

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 

Crime Prevention, Safe community 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa 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: Manurewa 

 

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? 

Improve the train service please. It is a horrible network and the uptime is the worst 

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

Reduce the money spent on consultants and cycleways 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Trains are people movers. It should be priority. And weekly cap makes sense. 

 

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

Just trains 

 

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

Reduce the number of empty bus service 

 

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 
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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 

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. 

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. 

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? 

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 
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? 

I do not support most priorities 
 

 

 

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

Fairly 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 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Not Important 

351



#2516 
 

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. 

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 

Not good. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa 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: Manurewa 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do more 

 

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

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

Council should give opportunities for work in such a way, so that the cost will be 
reduced, not only to the few contractors, Tenders should be given in small work 
projects to everyone, not only to a single company. Need more competition in the 
market to bring the cost down as right now contractors are making way too much 
money and end of the that cost goes out of our pocket. 

 

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

To advertise the works of the council, take out the tenders publicly, in a way that every 
single big or small contractor can quote for it. Right now in NZ, all the services are at a 
very huge cost because of too many middlemen in the loop or only few companies 
working at high rates 

 

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: 

Better spend on Medical Facilities or build some more hospitals 

 

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

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? 
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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. 

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? 

Ōtara-Papatoetoe 

 

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. 

 

Not Important 

Support activities to increase social 
cohesion, neighbourly connections, better 

Fairly 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. 

 

Fairly Important 

Identify and promote ‘Play advocacy’ for 
local opportunities in projects that can 
provide spaces for play in places beyond 
playgrounds. 

 

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 Do less 

Council support  

 

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

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

Transportion is important especially public but it is not getting very far. 

Seriously needs sorting. But money needs to be available which is a problem right 
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 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

if it going to benefit EVERYONE it should be considered 

 

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? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

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

 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

 

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

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

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

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

I support most priorities 
 

 

 

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

Fairly 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 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly 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 

Health, Education and crime need to be a PRIORITY 

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

8. Do you have any other comments? 

I am trying to support myself on a SINGLE INCOME and it is being made Harder 

Rate, electricity etc CAN NOT JUST KEEP GOING UP when WAGES are not being 
increased !!!!!!!
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

Less rates 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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. 

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? 

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 
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? 
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I do not support any priorities 
 

 

 

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. 
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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. 

Too much increase - can't breathe!! 

 

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? 

372



#  

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 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? 

Make public transport free 

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 number of councillors ,get rid of the trough dwellers and stop the waste in 
consultation committees 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Dreamland stuff 

 

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

Build a ********** under the harbour bridge forget about alternatives 

 

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

Trying to control traffic 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Communities need access to places such as this One of my favourite places is the 
library in Papatoetoe.It has a large range of accessible services is always busy 
multiculturaly.A great public service. 

 

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

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 
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Tell us why: 

Don’t sell assets 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Shift to Northport develop rail links forget about long haul heavy traffic 

 

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

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Council to work needs funding 

 

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

Tell us here: 

Solve the issues of poverty and crime.If there are 35% of prisoners in jail illiterate and 
35% truancy in schools.would that not be a start. 

 

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: 

Generate more income 
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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: 

Generate more income 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

I don't know 

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

Do not support 

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

Support 

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

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

I'm not prepared for any extra money out of my pocket 

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

Already paying enough 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

It is deemed a waste of resources to construct and subsequently remove these 
structures, as they are not essential for the future plans. 

 

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

It is exceedingly challenging to maintain a lifestyle that does not require financial 
expenditure. 

 

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? 

379



#2599 
 

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Do not support 
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the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

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

Do not support 

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

Do not support 

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

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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? 

I believe that the council has already increased their rates. I do not think anyone would 
prefer to pay more. 

 

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 
and addressing local safety concerns 
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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 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. 

Not 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 

383



#2599 
 

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. 

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? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

I believe utilising Texas player funds in appropriate projects is already underway. There 
is also a considerable amount of planning ahead for the Hike Cap.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

IM ALREADY PAYING WAY TOO MORE ON EVERYTHING  

PLEASE STOP DOING THIS 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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NOTHING 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

HAVE YOU GUYS SEEN FUEL PRICES ? PLEASE STOP TAXING US TO LIVE IN 
AUCKLAND 

 

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

NOTHING PLEASE 

 

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)? 

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: 

 

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: 

and decrease our rates 

 

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

Tell us here: 

NA 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Do not support 

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

Do not support 

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

Do not support 

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

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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? 

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 
and addressing local safety concerns 
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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? 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly Important 
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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. 

Not 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. 

Fairly 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 

I oppose any rate increase 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa 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: Manurewa 

 

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 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? 

We going through crisis here, living a life is hard, if you increase rates there will be 
more people on streets as we already have housing shortage., are you planning to 
make it worse 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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As it is I don't see much happening from Council anyways so doesn't make any 
difference. 

 

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)? 

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? 

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 
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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. 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? 

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 
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. 
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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? 

I support most priorities 
 

 

 

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

Fairly 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. 

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. 

Not Important 
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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. 

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

Lower staff numbers and take a pay cut. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

It’s pointless. By the time the new projects come to fruition we will be left in the same 
predicament as previous. 

 

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

Common sense 

 

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

Spend less to lower speed limits which are actually causing the issues mentioned. 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Close the stadium and use the money for other useful things. There are other stadiums 
that can be used. 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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. 

Support 

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

Manurewa,Ōtara-Papatoetoe,Papakura 

 

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 
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? 

I do not support most 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 
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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. 

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. 

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 any 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 

Not Important 
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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. 

 

Not Important 

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

I do not support any 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. 

Not 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. 

Not 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. 

Not Important 

We will continue to support the Takanini 
Business Association in their Business 
Improvement District (BID) establishment. 

Not Important 

Papakura has a talented and culturally rich 
community, and we will continue to 
showcase this through the community arts 
programme. 

Not Important 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Papakura proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 

The council should be spending less and avoid rates increases. Everybody is 
struggling right now. The stupid compost bin doesn’t work and a waste of resources.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

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

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

 

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

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

Do not 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. 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. 

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? 

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 
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 
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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 most 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. 

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 
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? 
 

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

Due to current financial situation every household is going through hardship due to 
high mortgage interest rates, high food prices, high petrol prices and everything 
necessitates is high in costs and now council adding more rates which cannot be 
achieved 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

We are recycling our rubbish and paying water and using less so why council is 
increasing our rates when we sacrifice all our funds work hard and pay mortgage and 
more to council. Council to hold a 

Off extra  charging community and punishing homeowners 

 

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? 

No 

 

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

Rates for a change as it increases every time 

 

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

No funding 

 

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

To get funding 

 

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: 

So gnat rate’s doesn’t increase for home owners 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

419



#2699 
 

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

We are currently in financial crisis and adding charges doesn’t help local communities 

 

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. 
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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. 

 

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 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. 

Not Important 
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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. 

 

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? 
 

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 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? 

just deliver to the service levels as agreed to, which aren't being delivered to required 
standards. 

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: 

Are the plans proposed actually necessary?we are spending more to correct 
behavioural issues of the public?These intitatives are not going to improve or make 
any roads more safer. 

 

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

Reducing traffic and congestion 

 

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

Signs and speed limits to please idiots 

 

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

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Greater use by community could generate more funding 

 

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

Plan looks to move forward o  investing where required 
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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: 

Would generate additional income 

 

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: 

Rather utilise funds for better reasons and growth 

 

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

Tell us here: 

No 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

the port requires growth and space, rail network is not sufficient to manage the 
overflow 

 

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: 

Manage it through operational 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems 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. 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? 

 

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: Manurewa 

 

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 more 

Environment and regulation Do less 

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? 

 

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? 

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? 

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? 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the 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). 

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. 

Other 

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. 

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. 

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? 

 

431



#2726 
 

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 
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? 
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I support most priorities 
 

 

 

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

Fairly 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. 

Not 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 
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. 

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. 

Not Important 
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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? 
 

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

Do not 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. 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? 

Manurewa 

 

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 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: 

transport is terrible in auckland whether private or public.  should've left the RFT as 
auckland infrastructure is well behind world standards.  pay now so future generations 
aren't lumped with our issues of saving a buck.  things will only get more expensive in 
the future - best to improve today. 

 

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

public transport including cycle and path ways - making it more efficient and accessible 
to get people out of their cars and off the roads. 

 

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: 

been to north harbour stadium twice in my life - not too bothered either way 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

not keen on selling shares in AIAL given how pivotal the airport is to not just auckland 
but New Zealand but can see the importance of the future fund assuming investments 
elsewhere are stable and appropriate. 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. 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? 

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 
and addressing local safety concerns 
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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? 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Very Important 

445



#2739 
 

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. 

Very 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. 

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

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

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

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

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? 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

I don't know 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

Support 
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we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

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

Support 

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

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

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

Support 

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

 

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

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 

 

450



#2767 
 
6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our 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: Manurewa 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport  

Water  

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community 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 i pay enough now 

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

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

new stadium more rates 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

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

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
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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. 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 

 

455



#2771 
 
6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

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

Papakura 

 

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

I do not support any 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. 

Not 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. 

Not 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. 

Not Important 
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We will continue to support the Takanini 
Business Association in their Business 
Improvement District (BID) establishment. 

Fairly Important 

Papakura has a talented and culturally rich 
community, and we will continue to 
showcase this through the community arts 
programme. 

Not Important 

 

Tell us why 

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

8. Do you have any other comments? 

457



#  

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

infrastructure and improvement in the Southern suburbs, the focus appears to always 
be on the central 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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Less arts and culture funding, a very small minority of the population access these 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

You can improve public transport but bear in mind in parts of Auckland it's unsafe, or 
perceived to be unsafe, to travel in the early morning/late at night on public transport 

 

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

Security on public transport, give people confidence that it is safe 

 

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

Trains and cycleways, examples of items that are poorly patronised 

 

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Keep the cost low to the remainder of Auckland who do not use/access this stadium 
and its amenities. User pays would be fairer? 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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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If it keeps rate increases low and benefits the community then there is no reason not to 
proceed. However the return from AIAL is only going to increase (or should) so there is 
a risk that future positive returns may be lost if the proposal goes ahead. 

 

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'd support leasing but not for the sake of the proposed future fund, instead redirecting 
profits and dividends to existing services 

 

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

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Forget the future fund, use profits and dividends to maintain what you already have 
and provide services that qualify for the rates that Auckland's are paying. 

 

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

Tell us here: 

Self insurance: is this a wise choice given the perceived danger of climate change 
events? We are only one large natural disaster away from bankrupting the city 
completely, it is better to spread risk (the very nature of insurance) 

 

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 

 

460



#2789 
 
Tell us why: 

Think of the future, once it's gone it's gone, and freight by sea is only increasing. if you 
reduce capacity in Auckland you risk shipping and freight companies looking 
elsewhere 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

See 5A 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 

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. 

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? 

Manurewa 

 

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

 

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. 

 

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 most priorities 
 

 

 

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

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

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

Very Important 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

Very Important 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

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. 

Development for the betterment of the 
general community is more important than 
sprinkling funds for cultural and arts 
resources. There are many non-profit 
groups all across Auckland which do not 
receive or rely on council funding or 
support, these set an example of what can 
be achieved with no financial cost to the 
greater community 
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Tell us why 

Ambitious but you need to focus on the essentials during times of financial strain. With 
a solid primary base, projects such as cultural and cycleways etc can be implemented 

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

8. Do you have any other comments? 

I support spending discipline and cutting costs, reducing the reliance of certain sectors 
(arts, cultural etc) on council funding. I expect councillors to put aside their political 
idealogies when serving as elected representatives with power over our social, 
environmental and financial future
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

Do nothing and mange the funds prudently. People in Auckland are already struggling 
with mortgage rates and inflation. The the do more or less can be considered when we 
have more stable economy. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Do nothing and mange the funds prudently. People in Auckland are already struggling 
with mortgage rates and inflation. The the do more or less can be considered when we 
have more stable economy. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Do nothing and mange the funds prudently. People in Auckland are already struggling 
with mortgage rates and inflation. The the do more or less can be considered when we 
have more stable economy. 

 

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

Do nothing and mange the funds prudently. People in Auckland are already struggling 
with mortgage rates and inflation. The the do more or less can be considered when we 
have more stable economy. 

 

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

Do nothing and mange the funds prudently. People in Auckland are already struggling 
with mortgage rates and inflation. The the do more or less can be considered when we 
have more stable economy. 

 

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: 

Do nothing and mange the funds prudently. People in Auckland are already struggling 
with mortgage rates and inflation. The the do more or less can be considered when we 
have more stable economy. 
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4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

Do nothing and mange the funds prudently. People in Auckland are already struggling 
with mortgage rates and inflation. The the do more or less can be considered when we 
have more stable economy. 

 

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: 

Do nothing and mange the funds prudently. People in Auckland are already struggling 
with mortgage rates and inflation. The the do more or less can be considered when we 
have more stable economy. 

 

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

Tell us here: 

Do nothing and mange the funds prudently. People in Auckland are already struggling 
with mortgage rates and inflation. The the do more or less can be considered when we 
have more stable economy. 
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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: 

Do nothing and mange the funds prudently. People in Auckland are already struggling 
with mortgage rates and inflation. The the do more or less can be considered when we 
have more stable economy. 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Do nothing and mange the funds prudently. People in Auckland are already struggling 
with mortgage rates and inflation. The the do more or less can be considered when we 
have more stable economy. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems 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. 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? 

Do nothing and mange the funds prudently. People in Auckland are already struggling 
with mortgage rates and inflation. The the do more or less can be considered when we 
have more stable economy. 
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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 
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? 

471



#2819 
 

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. 

Not 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 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

Not Important 
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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. 

Do nothing and mange the funds prudently. 
People in Auckland are already struggling 
with mortgage rates and inflation. The the 
do more or less can be considered when 
we have more stable economy. 

 

Tell us why 

Do nothing and mange the funds prudently. People in Auckland are already struggling 
with mortgage rates and inflation. The the do more or less can be considered when we 
have more stable economy. 

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

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Do nothing and mange the funds prudently. People in Auckland are already struggling 
with mortgage rates and inflation. The the do more or less can be considered when we 
have more stable economy.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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

Other 

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community 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? 

people are already on hard ship because of inflation. why increase the rates? people 
are suffering from rate hikes and not being able to put food on the table. 
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do less on social events funding etc. do less on major evens funding. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

people are already on hard ship because of inflation. why increase the rates? people 
are suffering from rate hikes and not being able to put food on the table. 

do less on social events funding etc. do less on major evens funding. 

 

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

none. our parks are fine and no need for improvement. 

 

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

people are already on hard ship because of inflation. why increase the rates? people 
are suffering from rate hikes and not being able to put food on the table. 

do less on social events funding etc. do less on major evens funding. 

 

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 
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Tell us why: 

 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

we dont need rates hike as people are already struggling with cost of living. 

 

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: 

think about the people who are in need and struggling with payments on bills etc. 

 

4d. Do you have 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. 

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? 

no rate hikes period. 

 

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? 

pls no rate hikes. struggling families already on rates, bills etc..
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community 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? 

Build a world class sporting facility, sell Eden park. If you're growing popularity of the 
city, no better way than  world class premier facilities, that we can be proud of and also 
able to host more world events. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Replace staff with casual contractors especially parks and recreation. Reduce staffing 
overall, invest in AI for future now. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

We don't need more cycle ways and pedestrian bumps especially with narrow unsafe, 
over populated roads already. 

 

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

Public transport definitely. Need more rail links and safer train stations. 

 

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

Less on consultants. No need for contracts to double dip at times. 

 

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Community use is a great initiative. Functions, weddings, etc. Extend Albany shopping 
centre and possibly merge with stadium for walking access without the windy roads as 
is the case 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 
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Tell us why: 

We need to privatise most of airport ltd, simply to keep up with other major cities in the 
world. Once again world class facilities will attract world class people. 

 

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: 

Privatisation of most council facilities is the only answer 

 

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

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

Support 

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

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

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

 

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

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? 

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. 
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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. 

 

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 do not support most priorities 
 

 

 

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

Fairly 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 
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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 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

There is no cultural connections in 
manurewa, regardless of it being multi 
racial. I think our burecrats needed to work 
harder and faster to breach gaps in 
disconnection. Manurewa in general feels 
unsafe especially southmall and clendon. 
Too much tribalism, I'm not sure Maori led 
community park will do well as other 
polynesians have a larger profile in 
manurewa. 

 

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 more 

 

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? 

No development is needed, only maintain the current development consistently. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

There is no current need for raised pedestrian crossings and cycleways. As far as I 
understand current pedestrian crossing and cycleways are enough. 

 

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

Road work and water management only. 

 

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

Other bit of proposal can be deferred 

 

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

Public cannot afford the increase in council rate. Already things are expensive. Please 
understand. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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 understand this proposal, if rates are increasing then why sell shares 
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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: 

There us jo need for this 

 

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: 

Coz then council should not increase council rate. 

 

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

Tell us here: 

Requesting again, please do not increase council rate. 

 

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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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems 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. I don't know 

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

Do not support 

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

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

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? 

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. 
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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. 

 

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? 

Fairly 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 
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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 

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? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Please don't increase the council rate as things are already expensive and it's hard to 
manage.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community 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? 

Nope 

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: 

AIAL needs to be run by the Department of Transport - they did less to screw over their 
workers and everyone who worked as an employee within the airport. 

 

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

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and 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 

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. 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? 

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 
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 
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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. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly 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? 
 

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do 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? 

More public transport options and reliable transportation options  

More Rail projects, we dont want more roads which will cause more congestion 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Overspending on unwanted things, without proper planning. If you are planning 
something, make sure you sre doing it. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

More public transport options and reliable transportation options  

More Rail projects, we dont want more roads which will cause more congestion 

 

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

More public transport options and reliable transportation options  

More Rail projects, we dont want more roads which will cause more congestion 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board 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: Manurewa 

 

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 most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Do not support 

510



#2987 
 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
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? 

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

I 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 
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. 

Fairly Important 
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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. 

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable): Arahia Electrical 

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 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? 

Toddler playgrounds south Auckland 

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

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and 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 

Do not 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? 

 

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 
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 
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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 most priorities 
 

 

 

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

Fairly 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. 

 

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. 

Fairly 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. 

Not Important 
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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? 
 

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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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Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

Maintain existing services 

 

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

Roads safety 

 

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? 

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. 

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. 

Other 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

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

Support 

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

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 
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. 
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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? 

I do not support most 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. 

Fairly 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 
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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. 

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? 
 

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 more 

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? 

Bring down rates per 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 most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Safety 

 

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

Roads 

 

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

Rubbish collecting 

 

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

Stadium is ok. No need for change 

 

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

Because I don’t know 

 

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? 

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 

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). 

 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

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

 

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

 

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

 

 

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

 

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 
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? 

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 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Very Important 
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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. 

Fairly 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. 

I don't know 

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 

I don’t know 

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

8. Do you have any other comments? 

535



#  

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

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

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

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

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? 

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. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted 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? 

Howick,Manurewa 

 

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 
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other shared experiences in our public 
spaces for all. 

Continue to renew and enhance the paths 
network (greenways) to create a safer, off 
road, well-connected networks for active 
modes of transport. 

 

Tell us why 

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

I support all 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. 

Very 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. 

 

Very Important 
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Develop a community-led climate action 
plan. 

 

Very 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? 

 

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 
and addressing local safety concerns 
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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 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Very Important 

543



#3034 
 

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. 

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? 
 

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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

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

 

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

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation 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? 

investment in education 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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Have less funding on a specific ethic group because Auckland is an international city. 
Therefore, everybody is equally important. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Work efficiency is pretty low in NZ. A project would take 4-10 times longer time to be 
finished comparing to the other country. Maybe the efficiency of management and 
motivation of work is of higher priority. Same like curing a sick tree, we should treat the 
stem instead of the leaves. 

 

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

Fast public transportation, like subway, maglev, are desired, since Auckland is 
expanding, living in rural area and traveling to center center could be some people's 
daily life. Increasing the qulity of road is more important than frequent repair 
afterwards. 

 

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

less low quality fast road repair, replace it with high quality long-lasting durable road. 

 

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

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

we do not live in the North Shore 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

selling national property is not a smart solution in a long run. 

 

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: 

Instead of leasing the ownership, maybe it is important to check the work efficiency of 
the government. 

 

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

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

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

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. 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? 

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? 
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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 
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? 
 

550



#3082 
 

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 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

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 

A bigger sports center and the proper seperated bicycle path on raod 

 
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? 

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: Manurewa 

 

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

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community 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? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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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 
we can continue to fund the 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. 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? 

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 
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? 

557



#3101 
 

I support most priorities 
 

 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

Fairly 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 
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. 

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. 

Fairly Important 
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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? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

Stop wasting money on cycle lanes and remove the food scrap bins 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Ridiculous road work spending, why did we need so many speed bumps in 
manurewa? You’ve added so many driving traffic out of the suburban street onto the 
main road making road and traffic ridiculous 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I support enhancing our public transport as it’s ridiculous right now! 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No! Reduce wasteful spending 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Yes, remove the new food scrap bin that was imposed! Waste of tax payers money 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

Not a necessity, save 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)? 

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: 

Don’t screw up the ports and delay shipments 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. 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? 

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 
and addressing local safety concerns 
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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 most priorities 
 

 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

Fairly 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 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Not Important 
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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. 

Fairly 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. 

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. 

We need to get tougher on crime! We also 
need to remove the people standing at the 
traffic lights and loitering around the shops 
on great south road. These are impacting 
business and not a good look for the 
community 

 

Tell us why 

I would prefer they focus on removing people from walking the traffic lights with cups, 
window washers, people begging for money outside shops. 

We need to be tougher on crime, we need to stop building so many townhouses on 
single plots! Cops need to do mo 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Stop the wasteful spending, times are already hard for people, we do not need rates to 
be increased
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

Use private companies for council work as council workers do far less work for a 
longer amount of time and cost the tax payer far more than is needed. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Because public transport is still unreliable with trains often completely stopping on 
some weekends and holidays etc. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Hydrogen vehicle technology instead of expensive and impracticable electric vehicle 
technology. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Instead of paying mortgage and homeowners for their property to expand bus lanes 
the council's should instead lessen the width of lanes to fit in bus lanes. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

I'm not familiar with 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: 
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The selling of NZ assets should not be on the table even if it is shares. Shares leave 
any 1 organisation to have the controlling percentage causing a monopoly on future 
control of e.g. pricing of air fares etc 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

Makes sense to me 

 

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: 

 

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. 

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. 

Other 

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. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract 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? 

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. 
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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. 

 

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 do not support most priorities 
 

 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

Fairly 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 
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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 
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. 

Fairly 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. 

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? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do 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: 

The plan is to reduce emissions and improve air quality this must involve replacing car 
use with more public transport and to reduce car parking on council roads that have 
bus routes. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

More tain services as well as lines that have been planned but not yet built 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

No more waterside public sports facilities 

 

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: 

Dont like unplanned spending get a proper plan in place first. Dont like slush funds 
without proper supervision. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Keep Port no need for future fund unnecessary BS. 

 

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 

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). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid 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 
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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? 

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 
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? 

I 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. 

Very Important 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly Important 
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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. 

Fairly Important 

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? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do 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? 

More dog control too many strays locally. more noise control - dirt bikes and loud 
parties in particular. 

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: 

Increasing public transport will reduce congestion on main roads and motorways 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Rail network on southern line 

 

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: 

better long term plan 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

establish biy keep 50% 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 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: 

frees up 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: 

 

4d. Do you have 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). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid 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. 

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? 

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 
and addressing local safety concerns 
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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 most priorities 
 

 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

Fairly 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 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly Important 
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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. 

Not 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. 

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 

Needs to focus on reducing new low cost housing as this increases population density, 
crime and  rubbish on streets. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa 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: Manurewa 

 

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 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? 

Better recycling. I don't see the food scrap recycling as being effective use if money. In 
fact I feel it was a waste if money better used elsewhere. 

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 have much tighter control of AT spending. Just ridiculous on the 
things AT spends on like bumps every 100 meters on side roads. Why not just do the 
road safety near schools etc. So angry everytime I drive over those multiple bumps. 
Doesn't reduce any speeding whatsoever 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

AT waste of money is criminal. Their CEO should be punished not rewarded for failing 
miserably in his job 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Only on absolutely necessary things. The money comes from us hard working people 
who break our back to earn enough to feed our families. It's not your money. If it were 
you would think three times or more before spending it. Incompetence 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Spend less on everything unless absolutely necessary 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Make the people who use the stadium pay for it. Those of us not using it are also 
paying for it which is totally unfair. Can't afford it? Then don't have it. Simple 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 

I don't trust that whoever is in charge will do a proper job. What's the penalty for 
failing? Pay the person higher bonuses like AT? I've totally lost trust in council's ability 
to control these type of organisations 

 

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: 

Better managed spending please not the forever increasing rates. We the people have 
bled enough for incompetent managers 

 

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 don't believe in the investment fund and it's ability to invest wisely and earn profits 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

No my demands to council are very simple. Count every penny you spend 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 
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No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

Council needs to have better plans for distributed port operations. Seems to be very 
narrow minded right now. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Keep it as it is until better options are presented by council. Current presented options 
are not good enough. Think harder. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems 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 

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. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 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 manage projects correct. A traffic light in front of our house in Puhinui road sad 
work in progress for 6 months. As an engineer I know this can be done by 2 days. Do 
not waste money by dragging the projects. Everyday the traffic management come and 
lay cones. Do nothing afternoon collect them out. Really frustrated seeing such work. 
Need really plan and manage the work 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

We do our line moving in front of our houses. Why charging for that in the rates 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Redusing speed is not a solution. Need to up to date of the road network. But reduce 
wast by misplacing and unwanted planing . Like bicycle lanes. Basically bridges ect 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Provide allocated bus lanes and bicycle lanes which use rarely to increase vehicle 
lanes 

 

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: 

This is not the time . People crushed with inflation. Even we cutoff our food and doctor 
visits. No extra money for rates 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 

Airport is not council job it’s government job 

 

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 port is not council job it’s government job 

 

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 have Tauranga port. Why expan Auckland port 

 

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. 

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 
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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? 

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. 
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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. 

 

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 most priorities 
 

 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

Fairly 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 
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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 
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. 

Fairly Important 

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 

Crime prevention and control is no1. Others if have money only 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa 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: Manurewa 

 

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? 

Traffic 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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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)? 

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? 

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 

Support 
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from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. 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? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

No, unfortunately due to Grqnt Robertson's massive spending spree, we are all much 
poorer than we were pre covid and the average family doesn't have the capacity to 
absorb the large rate increases you have proposed. We must live withing our means 
now, its going to be hard, but that is the price of gross incompetence and negligence in 
central govt, it must never be repeated. 
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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, just focus on the key things that generate prosperity i.e. critical infrastructure like 
roads, water, power. All other things including cultural, feel good and nice to do things 
will need to go onto slow burn for about 10 - 20 years, while our city recovers from the 
damage done by Jacinda Ardern and Grant Robertson. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Provided you cut other costs to ensure the critical transport infrastructure can be 
upgraded I support this, but don't try to keep all the nice to have stuff as well, it will 
cripple rate payers, we simply can't afford it, and its time to purge the nice to haves. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Absolutely not. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Yes, get rid of all spending that is not critical infrastructure. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

NO money to do anything else, this is not a critical infrastructure project,. a good 
example of something that should be put into the do it much later basket. 
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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: 

Yes, we need the money, so support this. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

We need the money now to keep rates at an affordable level. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

We need the money now. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

Purge the council of all waste and unnecessary costs. Its not acceptable to keep 
ramping rates at a higher rate than inflation. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 
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I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Whatever saves us on rates payments is the best option. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

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 

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. 

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? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

You guys are already squeezing every single.dollar out of hard working Aucklanders 
and wasting it making cycle ways all over city which no one uses at all .making Bus 
lanes with cameras on 50 meters for revenue gathering. Get your staff to commute to 
offices on cycles or the World class train and bus services they manage, if you are 
really concerned about the environment and global warming. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Have atleadt 70٪ less cones on the roads. road work finished months ago and cones 
are still left behind.  Stop wasting money on painting roads with colors and other stupid 
artwork. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Nothing left after paying the Over the Top Salaries to the Consultants and contractors 
for doing shabby jobs . 

 

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 
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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 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have 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.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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? 

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 
and addressing local safety concerns 
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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 do not support most 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. 

Not 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 
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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. 

Not Important 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

I don't know 

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? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support 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 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Events, libraries that have not been ustilised by the community. 
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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? 

Storm preparedness 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Events 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

619



#3465 
 
Tell us 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? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems 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. 

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,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 

 

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. 

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? 

I do not support most 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. 

Very Important 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

Fairly Important 

624



#3465 
 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

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? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Propety valuation should be done before providing new rates. Last valuation is 2021 
and  there are so many changes.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

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: 

Making hole in our pocket. Not enough pay to pay this bills 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Nothing more 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

My rates 

 

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: 

 

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. 

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. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

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 
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. 
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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? 

I do not support any 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: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation 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? 

Improving and increasing green areas for recreation. 

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: 

Got to reduce car volumes by making public transport more attractive than taking a car 
to work during the week or out at the weekend. 

 

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: 

Is a very regionalised proposal, zero interest south of the bridge. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have 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. 

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? 

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 
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. 
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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? 

I 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. 

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. 

Not Important 
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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. 

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? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 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? 

More road policing, more speeding cameras. It's becoming very dangerous driving 
around theses days where people are taking more risky maneuvers and speeding 
recklessly due to lack of law enforcement. And install cameras at traffic lights, the 
number of people running red lights is increasing on a daily basis.  
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I also like to see more animal control especially in areas where I live (Manurewa) 
where my partner and I can't go for walks in the neighborhood because we feel like the 
chances of us getting attached by a dog on the street are high. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

1- Stop removing rubbish bins from parks and walkways. 

2-stop installing traffic lights whenever an intersection becomes busy.. 

3- Less construction in Auckland city center 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Either focus on improving roads and road safety or improving public transport. 
Auckland history have shown  that you can't fix both so at least put all the energy on 
one and get it right. 

 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

more on making the public transport cheaper. 

more on making roads safer for cycling. 

more on making neighborhood safer for walks 

 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

less tax on electric cars. 
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3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Redevelop to reduce cost and be more efficient. changing the management will take 
time and cost 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)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

selling major city assets short term benefits are not the answer 

 

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: 

for a better future 
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4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

no feedback 

 

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 spend more for no added value 

 

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 
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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. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

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 
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? 
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I support most priorities 
 

 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

Fairly 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 
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. 

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. 

Not Important 
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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? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

Less support for ethnic groups. 
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Treat all Auckland citizens as being equal. 

 

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? 

Yes 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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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. 

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? 

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 
and addressing local safety concerns 
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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 most priorities 
 

 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly Important 
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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. 

Not 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. 

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? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Stop wasting rate payer money 

Restructure Auckland 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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Pay the fat cats bureaucrats less. 

Pay cut and expenses cut for Councillors, Local Board members, and Mayor! 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Auckland Transport is itself half the problem. Get rid of the bureaucrats and restructure 
and cut useless staff members to stop waste and save costs! 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

None. Stop wasting our money 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Pay cut for bureaucrats 

 

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: 

Another bureaucracy to waste more money. 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

What's wrong with the current method? Improve it to make it more efficient - not create 
another system that incurs more cost! 

 

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. 

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? 

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 
and addressing local safety concerns 
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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 do not support most priorities 
 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Pay cut for bureaucrats, local board members, mayor.

659



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

reduce our ********** debt. 

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: 

the money spent on all the cycle ways in Auckland are ridiculous & seldom used if at 
all... I never see anyone using them, what a fucking waste of time & money... it's a 
joke... 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

anything that is absolutely essential, get your spending under control... without this 
debt you could actually do some things to benefit Auckland. just a noose around our 
********** neck & you pricks put it there. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational 
management,Other 

 

Tell us why: 

use it better or lose it.  the upkeep costs are stupid. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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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if the council had no debt, it could build a fund over time. it could also lower the fucking 
rates we all pay... 

 

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 ports are not the problem, stupidity of previous councils is why we are at this point 
in time. excessive borrowing, overspending. disregard for cost of borrowing, bleed the 
sucker's dry mentality.   consistent overspending on many fronts... 

Companies putting in competitive contracts are turned down because they are to 
cheep. they double their price & start getting contracts... stupid... 

 

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 the Debt...... 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

stop all spending on any nonurgent or essential works, take it on the chin!...  

look closely at the competitive quotes, save our fucking money, where you can...  

Start reducing our debt. you pricks are spending our fucking money!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

 

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: 

only if it does not hinder port efficiency at all, an efficient port means better prices on 
our products. this looks sketchy to me... 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

keep our product costs down! 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems 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 

Do not 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. 

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? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

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. 

 

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. 

 

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 
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Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

Fairly 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. 

Not Important 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

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. 
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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? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 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? 

Tougher on crime 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Stop spending money on pointless things across Auckland 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

Support 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

Public transport 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Roads 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Build bus lanes or cycleways instead of dynamic lanes 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Cycleways 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Dynamic lanes 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Develop options for the potential redevelopment and then let the community choose 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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? 

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: 

Works are required to allow some port operations to be moved and would cost around 
$110 million and there does not appear to be an agreed plan on what exactly to do 
with the space 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

This would significantly reduce the scale of port operations in Auckland with more 
shipments needing to be transported into Auckland by truck or rail and it would lower 

675



#3753 
 

the value of the proposed port lease by an estimated $300 million or reduce the future 
profits and dividends the council earns from the 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 
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? 

 

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: Manurewa 

 

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  

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 have been waiting for over 10 years for storm water drains in/ on and about our 
property, was told by one of your people who came to assess the damage that it would 
be sorted within a year!! It has not happened as yet but you still want us to pay more, 
we are NOT getting the service we are paying for!!! Yet you keep putting rates up ?? 
how and why do you think the people can keep up with all this cost? !  Also you allow 
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overcrowding with high rise appartments/ buildings with no off street parking!! causing 
traffic congestion. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Maybe less council workers on road works doing nothing but holding shovels. Cut back 
on in office staff and use that money more wisely, or maybe cut your wage back, 
instead of expecting the public to bail you out for incompetence. Your promise was if I 
get elected I will not continue to raise rates. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Because it always blows out cost wise, then back it comes to the rate payer. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Storm water drains for housing, you keep adding housing without upgrades ! 

 

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 
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Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

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 

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). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid 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. 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Manurewa 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

Fairly 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. 

Not 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 
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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. 

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. 

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? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

No 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

684



#3883 
 

Get rid of Maorification and judder bars. What losers pay $300 000 of ratepayers 
money for a judder bar? Mindlessness. We need to improve the flow of traffic not 
increase congestion by slowing everyone down. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Replace judder bars with a painted pedestrian crossing. Cycleways in Manurewa are 
unused as so few people can afford bikes. At least Dalton's mad idea of concrete 
blocks in Mahia Road has been stopped. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Consultants, judder bars, Maorification, identity politics, racism, ageism. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Sell it as we have far too many underused stadia. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 
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Tell us why: 

The bulk of the shares came from MCC ratepayers so why should AC sell them to 
benefit all 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 want to get rid of all CCOs and return them to AC direct control. Staff would be 
directly employed by AC. 

 

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: 

Get rid of CCOs. 
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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: 

Aucklanders need jobs. If the port goes elsewhere jobs will be lost. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems 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 
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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? 

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? 
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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 
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 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? 
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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. 

Fairly 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. 

Very Important 

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. 

Stop pandering to Maoris.  

Climate change fear is just about controlling 
people. Temperature change is cyclical. 
Check world history. Viking farmers lived on 
Greenland for 400 years till the temperature 
reduced. 

 

Tell us why 

Far too much money given to Maoris . 
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7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

691



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

I know it is better to do more but the incomes of people are not increasing we are not 
going to be able to afford to stay in Auckland if we do too much 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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Stop increasing our rates all the time. They have increased enough in the last year. 

 

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? 

If the government is taking away lunches for schools. 

Maybe that is one thing that you can support a bit more. 

 

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 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 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. 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, 

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? 

No feedback 

 

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 
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? 

I 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 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly Important 
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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. 

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. 

Fairly 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. 

Create a space for maori and pacific 
cultures to come together and show their 
talent. 

 

Tell us why 

No comment. 

 
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 other comment.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community 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? 

Facilitates more apartment buildings around transport areas. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

A efficient city must have better and cheaper public transport system. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Create a culture change to encourage residents to use public transport more. Connect 
a faster and convenient public transport to workplaces and residential. 

 

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: 

Improve diversification of investments 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 
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Tell us here: 

Diversification of investments 

 

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: 

Take investment risk for higher investment return. 

 

4d. Do you have 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: 

Because only few people will be using the wharf for public benefit. The income 
generated from these wharfs should be spread to all the residents of Auckland. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

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? 

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 
and addressing local safety concerns 
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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 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Very Important 
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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. 

Fairly 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. 

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? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

705



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 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? 

Animal management services, better strategies to avoid killing animals. Stop wasting 
money. i.e. we have bus shelters that have beautiful glass panels with gorgeous 
designs on them. They have been smashed out by vandals more times than I can 
count, obviously in this area people cant respect these things so they should be the 
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big, strong, ugly metal ones that would stand up to vandals instead of wasting tax 
payers money replacing the glass every five minutes. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Unneccesary road works. We have just had a multi million dollar roundabout with 
pedestrians and speed bumps put in around our area. More cost effective measures 
should be used 

 

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? 

Making sure train services are reliable because people avoid using the train because 
at the end of their shift a train could be broken down meaning they cant get home. 

 

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: 

Save money and time 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 
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Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

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? 
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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. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

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 
and addressing local safety concerns 
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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 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 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly Important 
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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. 

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. 

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. 

I feel there are more important things 

 

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? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support 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? 

Stick to core council things improve water no more waste water in the harbour 
transport is important no picking up rubbish bins every second week ridicules idea 
having smelly rubbish for two weeks in the summer even in a bins  would become a 
health hazard 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Maybe while money is tight stop funding parades and cultural events I now they are 
important but you have to pick your battles keep it simple stick to core council business 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Stop using money on humps in the road cycle lanes and changing speed limits keep it 
simple 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Public transport is a joke people that work can’t rely on it so can’t use it always late or 
not running at all then when people do decide to use it for a large event sport or 
concert it lets them down and they are stranded in the city 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Humps and cycle ways 

 

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 
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Tell us why: 

Auckland needs a fund for disasters as long as some future council can’t come and 
use the fund for there pet projects at that time it has to be secured from future 
corruption I think it should be out of the hands of the council and left to people that 
know what they are doing 

 

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: 

It’s an income for the council which lessens the load on rate payers but the land is so 
prime and needs to be used by Aucklanders not containers we need a stadium shops 
restaurants ect there but we need a port non of this carting stuff from up north how 
ridicules we need a port here where most of the goods are bound for 

 

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 rates are getting to high how are first home buyers and older people going to 
afford them you will drives people out of Auckland or maybe that’s what you want 

 

4d. Do you have 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: 

Auckland city needs more it’s dying you need to bring people in not for shopping that’s 
gone people can do that close to home with easy parking restaurants and bars and 
entertainment places are needed 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Hedge my bets we Need a port as there is no where else it has to be there but we 
need to be able to use some of it for entertainment and restaurants 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems 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. 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? 

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 
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? 
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I 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. 

Very 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. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 
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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. 

We need to keep a general view not pick 
certain portions of our population to fund it 
should be for everyone the funding not one 
particular part of our community 

 

Tell us why 

As times are hard especially in our community you need to think very carefully and 
wisely where every cent is spent and it shouldn’t be spent on nice to haves only on 
what is required to keep rates down 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa 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: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support 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 for Māori Outcomes: 

Auckland Council has committed $150 million in funding to support Māori outcomes 
over the next 10 years. Give more money to ensure that 

this funding contributes to ALL initiatives that benefit Māori communities. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Reduce council expenses. 

Reducing the councils vehicle fleet 

Reducing staff 

Limiting the numbers of contractors and temp staff 

Reducing salary packages 

Property Rates Remission for low income household or community group 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Impact on communities, disrupt established patterns of living, access to amenities.  
People will still use own transportation, no matter what.  We have a culture of no-trust 
within the broken promises of the Auckland Council. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

As a member of our community, I believe it is essential to honor the principles of 
partnership enshrined in Te Tiriti o Waitangi. One way to achieve this is through the 
establishment of Māori wards within our local councils. 

Māori wards ensure that Māori voices are heard and represented in decision-making 
processes. By allowing voters on the Māori roll to elect representatives, we create a 
more inclusive and equitable local government. 

Let us embrace this opportunity to strengthen our communities, foster collaboration, 
and work towards a future where everyone’s perspectives are valued. He waka eke 
noa—we are all in this together. 

Nāku te rourou, nāu te rourou, ka ora ai te iwi. 

(With your contribution and mine, the people will thrive.) 
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2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Maybe get rid of some of the current council members to make way for Māori wards.  
This is what our community wanted clear in the submissions.  Remind you that 11,000 
submissions that were non-Māori, which was 68% voted against Māori wards. Over 
half māori people supported Māori wards, and almost all Māori organisations agreed.  
However, all this information and what our community wanted was ignored. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Waste of money does not benefit all of Aucklanders only rich and elite. Our south 
Auckland community can do with this $33million. Put the money where it belongs into 
building these communities so that our future generation has a bright future like those 
who would use and benefit from the 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)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Only proposal I 100% i agree with 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

None of these options.  Give it back to Ngāti Whatua Orakei who are the rightful 
owners. 

723



#4147 
 
 

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? 

 

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). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid 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 
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? 

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 
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? 
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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 
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. 

Fairly 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 
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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 

I think there are more proprieties that should be listed including; Homelessness and 
affordable living, access to Mental health services, education and lifelong learning, 
cultural preservation funding language classes, activities to promote mother languag 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Auckland council needs to listen to what ALL Aucklanders want or say.  Not only to 
those who have submitted their feedback through a tool that most Aucklanders find 
very difficult to use, or have no clue.  Auckland Council need to do more present in 
their communities instead of in your offices waiting for feedback through this type of 
medium
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 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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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. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the 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. 

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? 
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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): Ngāti Tamaterā Treaty Settlement Trust 

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Support Mana Whenua, Iwi Māori, marae, and whānau priorities working together as 
partners in a Te Tiriti-based relationship and utilising matauranga Māori practices will 
help realise community resilience and sustainability. Marae Targeted rate to help 
support more of what marae has been doing for decades supporting the whole of the 
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community in times of real need and hardship eg COVID, Flood and sever weather 
events and natural disasters. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Working in silos start working together be intentional with your strategic partners,  do 
more of co create the problem definition and challenge, co manage and co implement. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Require safer transport networks for our pedestrians, and more easily accessible 
arterials to help increase the economy. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Safety measures include the Auckland Transport Driver Licence Programme 
increasing young people on the road toward their full driver's licence—partner with 
Mana Whenua to implement the programmes as higher Māori without DL. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

North Harbour Stadium 

Implications for Mana Whenua, Iwi, Māori, Marae, and Whanau: 

1. Maintenance vs. Redevelopment: 

735



#4194 
 

o Maintaining the Stadium: Continuing with the current maintenance approach may 
limit opportunities for improved community engagement and utilisation of the stadium 
precinct. 

o Redevelopment: A redevelopment could enhance the stadium precinct, offering new 
opportunities for community use, cultural events, and possibly economic benefits. 

2. Cultural and Community Impacts: 

o Maintain and Upgrade: Upgrading the stadium could enhance facilities for events that 
Māori communities, marae, and whanau may find beneficial for cultural gatherings and 
celebrations. 

o Redevelop and Enhance: A redeveloped stadium precinct could provide more cultural 
and community spaces, possibly attracting more diverse events and activities that 
align with Māori values and practices. 

3. Access and Use: 

o Community Engagement: Improving the operational management of the stadium 
could increase community access, providing more opportunities for Māori Roopu, 
whānau, and marae to utilise the facilities for cultural, sporting, or social events. 

o Cultural Programming: Considering cultural programming within the stadium precinct 
could enhance the inclusion of Māori cultural elements and activities, fostering a sense 
of belonging and participation among Māori communities. 

4. Economic Considerations: 

o Investment Impact: The sale of stadium precinct land for redevelopment could 
generate income, but the decision should consider any impacts on Māori communities 
with connections to the land and potential economic opportunities for iwi and Māori 
businesses. 

o Employment and Business Opportunities: A redevelopment may create opportunities 
for Māori businesses, contractors, and workers, contributing to economic development 
on the North Shore and benefiting Māori communities. 

5. Environmental Impact: 

o Sustainable Development: Any redevelopment or maintenance should consider 
sustainable practices and environmental impacts in alignment with Māori values of 
kaitiakitanga and eco-conscious decision-making. 

6. Community Well-being: 

o Social Cohesion: The proposed changes could impact the social fabric of the 
community. Careful consideration should be given to how these decisions will impact 
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the well-being, access to cultural spaces, and overall community cohesion for Māori 
communities and their associated groups. 

Feedback Recommendations: 

1. Engagement and Consultation: There is an absolute for thorough 
engagement and consultation with mana whenua, iwi, Māori communities, marae, and 
whānau to ensure their perspectives, needs, and aspirations are considered in the 
decision-making process. 

2. Cultural Considerations: We highly stress the importance of preserving, 
enhancing, or integrating Māori cultural elements and practices into any 
redevelopment or changes to the stadium precinct to reflect the cultural identity of the 
community. 

3. Economic Development: We encourage opportunities for progressive 
procurement, economic development, employment, and training for Māori businesses 
and community members as part of the redevelopment plan. 

4. Sustainability and Environment: We highly advocate for sustainable 
development practices, environmental stewardship, and mitigation strategies to protect 
and enhance the natural environment around the stadium precinct in line with Māori 
principles of guardianship. Te Oranga o te Taiao, Te Mana me te mauri o te wai. 

5. Community Access and Inclusion: We also stress the importance of 
enhancing community access, inclusivity, and representation within the stadium 
precinct to ensure that Māori cultural, social, and recreational needs are met and 
supported by any proposed changes. 

 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 

Implications for Mana Whenua, Iwi, Māori, Marae, and Whānau: 

1. Protection of Investments: 
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o The establishment of the Auckland Future Fund aims to protect and enhance the 
value of the Council's investments, which may have long-term benefits for mana 
whenua, iwi, Māori communities, marae, and whānau through potential returns and 
increased funding capacity for core services and initiatives. 

2. Climate Change and Environmental Mitigation: 

o The fund's focus on mitigating climate change and environmental challenges aligns 
with Māori values of kaitiakitanga (guardianship) and may support efforts to address 
environmental issues impacting Māori communities and cultural sites. 

3. Financial Sustainability: 

o Enhancing cash returns to the Council through the fund could positively impact 
service delivery and community programs, potentially benefiting Māori Roopu and 
community organisations that rely on Council services. 

4. Risk Diversification: 

o Spreading the risk of investments across different assets could provide stability and 
resilience to the Council's financial portfolio, potentially safeguarding against economic 
uncertainties that may impact Māori communities and services. 

5. Adaptability to Community Needs: 

o The Future Fund's flexibility to cater to changing community needs and deliver 
strategic objectives offers an opportunity to address specific requirements of mana 
whenua, iwi, marae, and whānau, enhancing community well-being, engagement, and 
support. 

6. Professional Management: 

o Professional fund management and established investment policies under the 
Auckland Future Fund could lead to effective financial stewardship, potentially 
increasing the efficiency and effectiveness of monetary resources allocated for 
community improvements and projects. 

Feedback; 

1. Engagement and Communication: 

o We require transparent and meaningful engagement with mana whenua, iwi, Māori 
communities, marae, and whānau throughout the establishment of the Auckland 
Future Fund to ensure their perspectives, concerns, and aspirations are heard and 
incorporated. 

2. Utilisation of Funds: 
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o We express support for initiatives that align with Māori values, including climate 
change mitigation, environmental protection, and sustainable development projects 
that benefit Māori communities and cultural heritage. 

3. Accountability and Oversight: 

o We request a clear set of rules and restrictions around fund accessibility and usage 
to ensure that funds are managed responsibly, ethically, and in ways that benefit the 
wider community, including mana whenua, iwi Māori stakeholders. 

4. Long-Term Impacts: 

o Ensuring that there is consideration into the long-term impacts of divesting the 
Council's shareholding in Auckland International Airport Limited on economic 
opportunities, growth, and community development, particularly for Māori roopu and 
organisations. 

5. Sustainability and Resilience: 

o We encourage the inclusion of sustainable investment practices and social impact 
considerations within the Fund to ensure it aligns with Māori principles of 
environmental stewardship and community well-being. 

6. Equity and Inclusivity: 

o We advocate for equitable funding allocation and opportunities within the Auckland 
Future Fund to address the diverse needs of Māori communities, including economic 
development, cultural preservation, and social services, promoting inclusivity and 
empowerment for all stakeholders. 

 

 

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: 

Implications for Mana Whenua, Iwi, Māori, Marae, and Whānau: 

1. Ownership and Control: 
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o Choosing to lease the port operations while retaining underlying ownership may 
impact the level of involvement and influence that mana whenua, iwi, and Māori 
communities have on port-related decisions and activities. 

2. Financial Impact: 

o The upfront payment of $2.1 billion from the lease option could provide immediate 
financial benefits that may support Māori initiatives, economic development projects, or 
community programs. However, this may also pose challenges if the funds are not 
allocated effectively. 

3. Commercial Operations: 

o Continued port operations under the current arrangement may maintain stable 
financial returns but could limit the potential for significant upfront revenue and 
investments in the Auckland Future Fund. 

4. Community Services: 

o The financial returns from Port of Auckland Limited (POAL) can contribute to funding 
essential council services benefiting Māori communities. However, lower returns under 
current arrangements may impact service provision and necessitate higher rates 
increases or service cuts. 

Opportunities and Benefits Analysis: 

1. Economic Development: 

o The significant upfront payment from the lease could create opportunities for 
economic development initiatives, job creation, or infrastructure projects that may 
benefit Māori businesses and communities in Auckland. 

2. Community Investment: 

o Investing the upfront payment in the Auckland Future Fund could provide long-term 
financial sustainability for the Council, ensuring ongoing support for Māori-focused 
initiatives, cultural projects, social services, and community development programs. 

3. Financial Sustainability: 

o Diversifying the Council's revenue streams through a lease agreement or investment 
in the Auckland Future Fund could enhance financial resilience, potentially leading to 
improved service delivery and long-term benefits for Māori stakeholders. 

4. Strategic Planning: 
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o The decision on the port investment provides an opportunity to align with Māori 
values, community needs, and sustainable development objectives, ensuring that any 
financial gains positively impact Māori well-being and cultural preservation efforts. 

5. Partnerships and Collaboration: 

o Engaging with mana whenua, iwi, and Māori representatives throughout the decision-
making process can foster collaboration, mutual understanding, and shared 
governance structures that benefit Māori communities and enhance cultural inclusivity 
in port operations. 

6. Future Planning: 

o Long-term planning with a focus on sustainable economic growth, environmental 
stewardship, and social equity can yield positive outcomes for Māori groups and 
communities, creating a foundation for inclusive and prosperous development 
initiatives. 

Feedback: 

1. Community Engagement: 

o We encourage transparent and inclusive engagement with mana whenua, iwi, Māori 
communities, marae, and whānau to gather input, address concerns, and ensure that 
decisions align with Māori interests and aspirations. 

2. Sustainable Investments: 

o We absolutely advocate for sustainable investment practices that support 
environmental protection, cultural heritage preservation, and long-term community 
benefits, ensuring that financial gains lead to positive outcomes for all , including Māori 
communities. 

3. Financial Accountability: 

o We would request clear guidelines and accountability measures for the use of upfront 
payment funds to ensure responsible and effective allocation that supports Māori-
focused initiatives, services, and programs. 

4. Long-term Planning: 

o We also stress the importance of considering the long-term impact on Māori well-
being, economic development, and cultural preservation when determining the future 
of port operations and investments in the Auckland Future Fund. 

Ensuring that the lease is sound and robust to mitigate any implications would be 
preferable ie may impact the level of mana whenua involvement and influence. 
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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: 

Impact on Mana Whenua, Iwi, Maori, Marae, and Whanau: 

Profits and Dividends for Council Services: 

• Benefits: 

o Direct Service Provision: Allocating profits and dividends to fund council services 
could ensure continued delivery of essential services that benefit Māori communities, 
marae, and whānau in areas such as infrastructure, healthcare, education, and social 
support. 

o Community Impact: Operational revenues supporting council services may contribute 
to community well-being, economic development, and cultural preservation initiatives 
that align with Māori values and aspirations. 

• Considerations: 

o Resource Allocation: Council services funded through profits and dividends may 
impact the availability and quality of services for Māori communities, requiring careful 
planning to address community needs and priorities effectively. 

o Long-term Sustainability: Relying solely on operational revenues for service funding 
may limit financial flexibility and long-term sustainability, potentially impacting future 
investments in programs that benefit Māori stakeholders. 

Investment in the Auckland Future Fund: 

• Benefits: 

o Long-term Growth: Investing profits and dividends in the Auckland Future Fund could 
provide financial stability and growth opportunities that benefit future generations of 
Māori communities through sustained funding for community projects, economic 
development, and cultural initiatives. 

o Diversified Income: Establishing a dedicated fund for investment may diversify 
revenue streams, allowing for broader financial support for Māori-focused programs, 
infrastructure projects, and social services. 
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• Considerations: 

o Financial Impact: Shifting profits towards the Auckland Future Fund may impact the 
immediate availability of funds for council services, potentially altering service 
provision and budget structures that impact Māori communities directly. 

o Governance and Oversight: Managing the Auckland Future Fund effectively requires 
clear governance, transparency, and community involvement to ensure that 
investments align with Māori values, cultural priorities, and community needs. 

Preferences and Implications: 

Preference for Funding Council Services: 

• Feedback: 

o Support the continued funding of council services through operational profits and 
dividends, ensuring essential services and programs that benefit Māori communities, 
marae, and whānau are maintained. 

o We also need to highlight the importance of balancing service provision with long-
term sustainability, considering the immediate needs of Māori and the broader 
Auckland community. 

 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

Preference for Auckland Future Fund Investment: 

• Feedback: 

o We advocate for investing profits and dividends in the Auckland Future Fund to 
secure long-term financial stability, growth opportunities, and sustainable investments 
that benefit future generations of Māori communities. 

o We need to emphasise the potential for diversified income streams, economic 
development, and cultural preservation initiatives that align with Māori values, fostering 
community well-being and prosperity. 

Overall Impact: 

• Feedback: 

o We absolutely encourage a balanced approach that considers both short-term 
service provision and long-term investment strategies to ensure the financial well-
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being and cultural vitality of Māori communities, marae, and whānau are supported 
effectively. 

 

 

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: 

Implications for Mana Whenua, Iwi, Maori, Marae, and Whanau: 

Transferring Captain Cook and Marsden Wharves to Auckland Council: 

• Benefits: 

o Public Benefit: The transfer of wharves for alternative public uses could create new 
public spaces, cultural hubs 

 

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: 

Transferring Bledisloe Terminal to the Council for Public Benefit: 

• Advantages: 

o Public Use: Utilizing the Bledisloe Terminal for public benefit could create new 
spaces that enhance community well-being, engagement, and social cohesion, 
aligning with Māori values of community and inclusivity. 

o Cultural Enrichment: Repurposing the terminal for public use may offer opportunities 
for incorporating Māori cultural elements, historical significance, and traditional 
practices, fostering cultural preservation and awareness within the community. 
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o Environmental Impact: Adapting the area for public benefit initiatives aligned with 
sustainability and environmental stewardship may support eco-friendly development 
practices in line with Māori principles of kaitiakitanga (guardianship). 

• Considerations: 

o Long-term Viability: Ensuring that the proposed transformation of the Bledisloe 
Terminal serves the community's needs, respects Māori cultural heritage, and 
contributes to sustainable urban development over the long term. 

o Collaborative Planning: Engaging mana whenua, iwi, Māori communities, marae, and 
whanau in the planning process to incorporate diverse perspectives, cultural insights, 
and community aspirations for the terminal's future use. 

Potential Impacts: 

• Community Benefit: A repurposed Bledisloe Terminal delivering public benefit could 
enrich community life, promote cultural diversity, and provide inclusive spaces for all 
residents, including Māori communities. 

• Cultural Preservation: Transforming the terminal into areas that reflect Māori cultural 
values and historical significance can contribute to cultural preservation, identity 
affirmation, and celebration within Auckland. 

• Environmental Sustainability: Reimagining the terminal for public use may support 
sustainable urban planning, green infrastructure development, and eco-conscious 
initiatives that align with Māori environmental values and stewardship practices. 

Recommendation: 

Considering the potential positive impacts on community well-being, cultural 
enrichment, and environmental sustainability, the preferred option is to transfer the 
Bledisloe Terminal to the Auckland Council for alternative public use that provides 
significant public benefit within the next 15 years. This approach supports community 
engagement, cultural inclusion, and long-term sustainability while aligning with Māori 
values and aspirations for meaningful community spaces. 

 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 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. 

 

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. 

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, 

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? 

Franklin,Māngere-Ōtāhuhu,Manurewa,Ōtara-Papatoetoe,Papakura 

 

Franklin Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Franklin in 2024/2025? 

I support most 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. 

Fairly Important 

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. 

Very Important 
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Support environmental and cultural 
restoration programmes in partnership with 
Iwi including Te Kete Rukuruku (place 
naming) and Te Korowai Papatuuaanuku 
(environmental restoration). 

Very Important 

Develop “Franklin Community Occupancy 
Guidelines” to inform decisions on council-
owned facility leases, including leasing 
charges. 

Fairly Important 

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. 

Very Important 

Progress the development and delivery of 
the Franklin Paths Programme. 

Very Important 

Deliver a refreshed approach to enabling 
young people in Franklin to access services 
and participate in their communities. 

Fairly Important 

Progress a Pukekohe Cemetery memorial 
project that acknowledges the unmarked 
graves at the site. 

Fairly Important 

 

 
Tell us why 

Franklin Local Board Plan and 10-Year Budget Impact on Mana Whenua Iwi Māori 

1. Franklin Paths Targeted Rate Proposal: 

• Support: The introduction of a Franklin Paths Targeted Rate is crucial for enhancing 
connectivity, promoting active transportation, an 

 

7c. What do you think of the Franklin proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

Added above 
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Do you have any additional thoughts on the proposed Franklin Paths Targeted Rate? 

Added 

 
As our local board area is so large, please tell us where you live so we can better 
understand the views from different communities 
 

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. 

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 

750



#4194 
 

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 Local Board Plan and 
10-Year Budget Impact on Mana Whenua 
Iwi Māori: 

1. Collaborative Partnerships with 
Mana Whenua: 

• The key priorities outlined in the 
Mangere-Otahuhu Local Board Plan show a 
commitment to partnering with Mana 
Whenua in 

Tell us why 

Above 

 
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 
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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. 

Manurewa Local Board and 10-year plan 
Impact Mana Whenua Iwi Māori 

Advocating to Allocate Climate Action 
Funding for Walking and Micromobility 
Connections, Including a Bridge across the 
Papakura Stream: 

1. Support for Climate Action Funding 
for Walking and Micromobility Connections: 

• Support: Allocating climate action 
funding for walking and micromobility 
connections, including the construction of a 
bridge across the Papakura Stream, is 
essential for promoting sustainable 
transportation options, enhancing 
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pedestrian safety, and reducing carbon 
emissions. Investing in infrastructure that 
prioritizes walking and micromobility can 
contribute to creating a more 
environmentally friendly and accessible 
community. 

• Reasons for Support: Enhancing 
walking and micromobility connections 
aligns with climate action goals, promotes 
active transportation, and improves the 
overall liveability and sustainability of the 
Manurewa area. Building a bridge across 
the Papakura Stream can provide safe and 
convenient passage for pedestrians and 
cyclists, encouraging alternative modes of 
transport and reducing reliance on cars. 

2. Collaborative Priorities for 
Partnership: 

• Collaborative Opportunities: 
Collaborating with Mana Whenua Iwi Māori 
on youth development initiatives, crime 
prevention, community-led projects focused 
on social cohesion and climate resilience, 
as well as supporting Ngāti Tamaoho 
aspirations for a cultural hub and fostering 
creative expression aligns with building 
strong and healthy community partnerships. 

• Importance of Partnerships: 
Partnering with Mana Whenua Iwi Māori on 
these initiatives can enrich cultural 
connections, promote community well-
being, and contribute to holistic outcomes 
that benefit all members of the community. 
Engaging with Mana Whenua in decision-
making processes and collaborative 
projects can lead to more inclusive and 
culturally responsive initiatives. 
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3. Installation of Pou at Roundabout in 
Clendon: 

• Support for the Idea: Supporting the 
installation of pou at a roundabout in 
Clendon can be a meaningful way to 
celebrate Māori culture, heritage, and 
identity within the community. Pou serve as 
significant cultural markers that reflect the 
history and values of Mana Whenua, 
contributing to a sense of place and 
connection to the whenua. 

• Importance of Cultural 
Representation: Including pou in public 
spaces not only enhances the aesthetic 
appeal but also honours and recognises the 
presence and contributions of Mana 
Whenua Iwi Māori. The presence of pou 
can foster cultural pride, community identity, 
and cultural awareness among residents 
and visitors alike. 

Overall, advocating for climate action 
funding, fostering collaborative 
partnerships, supporting cultural 
aspirations, and incorporating cultural 
elements like pou can enhance the cultural 
vibrancy, sustainability, and inclusivity of the 
Manurewa community. Embracing these 
initiatives and partnerships can create a 
more connected, resilient, and culturally 
rich environment for all residents, including 
Mana Whenua Iwi Māori. 

 
 

Tell us why 

Above 
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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 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. 

 

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. 

 

Fairly Important 
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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 

Ōtara-Papatoetoe Local Board 10-Year Budget and Long-term Plan Impact on Mana 
Whenua Iwi Māori: 

1. Prioritising Māori Outcomes and Engagement: 

• The increased focus on Māori outcomes, including Māori input in local governance 
and engagement, demonstrates 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōtara-Papatoetoe proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

Above 

 

Papakura Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Papakura in 2024/2025? 

I support most 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 
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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. 

Very 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 

Papakura Local Board's 10-Year Budget Priorities Impact on Mana Whenua Iwi Māori: 

1. Support for Local Economic Outcomes: 

• Impact on Mana Whenua Iwi Māori: Supporting local economic outcomes can 
provide opportunities for Mana Whenua Iwi Māori to particip 

 
7c. What do you think of the Papakura proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

Above 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Re: AUCKLAND COUNCIL LONG TERM PLAN 10-YEAR BUDGET 2024-2034 
FEEDBACK – Ngāti Tamaterā Treaty Settlement Trust 
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Thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback on Auckland Council’s 10-year 
Budget LTP2024 – 2034. We are providing this submission on behalf of Ngāti 
Tamaterā Treaty Settlement Trust (Ngāti Tamaterā). We can confirm that we have 
authority to submit on our organisation’s behalf.  

About Us  

Whakapapa 

Tamaterā was the second son of the eponymous ancestor Marutūahu, and his 
descendants formed the tribe known as Ngāti Tamaterā.   

The Iwi of Ngāti Tamaterā is composed of approximately 3189 members (2018 
census).  Ngāti Tamaterā is one of the Iwi of Ngā Mana Whenua o Tāmaki Makaurau 
the “Tāmaki Collective” and is also a member of the Pare Hauraki and Marutūahu 
collectives. Ngāti Tamaterā belong to three marae: Taharua, Te Paea o Hauraki and Te 
Pai o Hauraki. Ngāti Tamaterā is the mandated authority “Post Settlement Governance 
Entity” for its Iwi – Settlement eminent.  

Rohe 

The area of interest of Ngāti Tamaterā extends from Mahurangi in the north to Ngā 
Kurī a Whārei in the south: encompassing the islands and shores of Tīkapa Moana / 
Hauraki Gulf from Auckland to the Coromandel Peninsula, to the islands and shores of 
Tīkapa Moana including Hauraki’s eastern seaboard, reaching southwards to Katikati 
and Te Puna (the region between southern Hauraki and the western Bay of Plenty). 
This is expressed by Ngāti Tamaterā as “mai Matakana ki Matakana.” 

The Ngāti Tamaterā rohe spans the following Local Boards: Albert-Eden; Aotea/Great 
Barrier; Devonport-Takapuna; Franklin; Henderson-Massey; Hibiscus and Bays; 
Howick; Kaipātiki; Mangere-Ōtāhuhu; Manurewa; Maungakiekie-Tāmaki; Ōrākei; 
Ōtara-Papatoetoe; Papakura; Puketāpapa; Rodney; Upper Harbour; Waiheke; and 
Waitematā; Local Board(s). 

Ngāti Tamaterā Treaty Settlement Trust 

In June 2011, the Crown recognised the mandate of the Ngāti Tamaterā negotiators to 
negotiate a comprehensive settlement of the historical Tiriti o Waitangi / Treaty of 
Waitangi claims of Ngāti Tamaterā with the Crown. The mandated negotiators and the 
Crown entered into an agreement in principle equivalent on 22 July 2011. Ngāti 
Tamaterā’s Post Settlement Governance Entity (PSGE), the Ngāti Tamaterā Treaty 
Settlement Trust, was ratified between June and August of 2012. In September 2017, 
Ngāti Tamaterā and the Crown initialled a Deed of Settlement (the Deed). The Deed is 
subject to ratification by the members of Ngāti Tamaterā and conditional on the 
enactment of the settlement legislation. The Office of Treaty Settlements (OTS), with 
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the support of the Department of Conservation (DOC), Land Information New Zealand 
(LINZ), and other government agencies, represented the Crown in day-to-day 
negotiations. The Minister for Treaty of Waitangi Negotiations, the Hon. Christopher 
Finlayson, represented the Crown in high-level negotiations with Ngāti Tamaterā. 

Strategic Direction 

Ngāti Tamaterā aspires to be a vibrant, empowered, and prosperous tangata whenua 
community of mana in the Hauraki region – and particularly in those locations and 
places of historic concern to Ngāti Tamaterā. The refreshed Ngāti Tamaterā Iwi 
Strategy (April 2022) set the vision for where Ngāti Tamaterā want to be in 50 years, 
namely, to create a thriving Hauraki Nation and “To enhance the mana and wellbeing 
of Ngāti Tamaterā”. Ngāti Tamaterā will continue to grow the unique tangible and 
intangible culture of Ngāti Tamaterā. This is framed in the strategy by key values that 
define who Ngāti Tamaterā are and what comprises their Tamaterātanga: 

1. Wairuatanga – holistic wellbeing including tapu and noa. 

2. Whanaungatanga – our connection and whakapapa. 

3. Whakakitenga – for our unique Tamaterātanga to be embraced. 

4. Auahatanga – seen for our creativity and innovation. For Ngāti Tamaterā to be 
known as for its digital expertise and innovation across all sectors. 

5. Hūmārie – moving with humility. 

6. Tika & Pono – what is right and true. Being what is right and true in our 
actions. 

This Tamaterātanga includes, among other things, language and cultural revitalisation 
leading to a new cultural creativity and the ability to interact with places of significance 
to Ngāti Tamaterā history and identity. 

The Strategic Objectives to help achieve Ngāti Tamaterā’s vision are: 

1. Whanaungatanga – Building strategic and critical partnerships and to ensure 
a collective approach to Tamaterātanga. 

2. Tikanga – Standing proud in our Tamaterātanga and ensuring our actions are 
right and true (tika and pono) 

3. Mātauranga – Setting the foundation for Tamaterātanga achieving excellence 
in education and knowledge. 

4. Developing initiatives designed to foster the identity, unity, and cohesion of 
Ngāti Tamaterā and its various sections enables the ‘reweaving’ of Ngāti Tamaterā 
back together again after generations of disconnection and alienation. 
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Working with Auckland Council 

Ngāti Tamaterā has been working with Auckland Council at both a governance and 
operational level for several years. Recent governance level involvement has included 
inputs on the Auckland Plan 2050; Long-Term Plan 2018 – 2028; Long-Term Plan 2021 
– 2031; 10 Long-Term Māori Outcome Priorities; Auckland Council Annual Budget 
(several); and a multitude of strategic policy documents and policies. 

Operational level involvement has included inputting on: Thriving Communities; 
Review of Council-Controlled Organisations (CCOs) and Engagement with Iwi Māori; 
Freshwater Management Policy; National Policy Statement – Freshwater 
Management, Tūpuna Maunga Operational Plan; Climate Change; Auckland Council’s 
Water Strategy, and the Three Waters kaupapa to name a few. 

We understand that the Auckland Council is currently developing the 10-year Budget 
2024- 2034 and Long-Term Plan. The Budget sets out the assets and services that will 
be provided over the next 10-years and how they will be paid for. Since 2010, 
Auckland has grown by 227,600 people and it is projected that the Auckland 
population will grow by another 658,500 people by 2051. Growth and development will 
potentially adversely affect transport and traffic, housing, the environment, and quality 
of life. Managing the impacts of this growth requires fiscal prudency, planning and 
long-term thinking. It also requires clear priorities and investment that will help drive 
Auckland towards its vision of a beautiful, thriving, and safe place to live. 

The LTP takes a long-term view and outlines what the council does, why, how activities 
fit together and what it costs over the plan's 10-year period. It is the basis for 
accountability to the community. 

We do understand that the context of the 2024-34 LTP is challenging as the council so 
rightly notes “Simply put, the council cannot afford the same suite of activities and 
services without changing its financial settings or vice versa. We recognise that 
Auckland Council faces enormous challenges. The council faces rising investment 
demand due to rapid growth, changing community needs and expectations, ageing 
assets, a need to support recovery from recent storm events and mitigate and adapt to 
climate change. Simultaneously the council operates in an environment of reduced 
investment capacity due to reduced revenue, existing commitments to spend, 
increased interest rates and supply chain costs. We also understand that Central 
Government is also changing councils operating environment, centralising regulatory 
settings, and removing some functions from Local Government. 

The LTP also helps define the relationship between the council, Aucklanders, central 
government, iwi and partners. It should be clear about what the council does and 
doesn’t do and how it makes decisions about the allocation of scarce resources. 
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Council’s existing strategies and policies provide long-term direction to its activities and 
the outcomes it wants to achieve for Auckland. However, as we are aware many are 
not being implemented or monitored. We have read the document communicating the 
strategic priorities for the LTP agreed by the councillors and the mayor and also the 
Mayor’s proposal. 

We note that 10 Year Budget proposes three priority big idea areas that underpins the 
thought process of council’s role in this LTP and include. 

One: Getting back to basics 

Two: A fundamentally different relationship with central government 

Three: Simplified governance that empowers local decision-making 

Priorities 

The council needs to deliver its services and infrastructure better, faster, and cheaper. 
The LTP will therefore need to constitute a plan to make progress on a wide range of 
priorities, including further progress on the mayors core campaign promises which 
Aucklanders will expect the Mayor to act on. These are: 

1. Stop wasting money 

2. Getting Auckland moving 

3. Fix Auckland’s Infrastructure and build a resilient Auckland 

4. Take back control of Council organisations and Auckland’s future 

5. Making the most of our harbours and environment 

Where applicable to our organisation, we have provided general feedback to Auckland 
Council on Key Feedback Topics & Local Board Strategic Initiatives and Proposals, the 
Representation Review and Local Board Reorganisation plan (separate submissions). 

We have also outlined our communities’ strategic objectives and priorities to identify 
areas where we would like to work in partnership with Auckland Council to develop 
proactive and enduring solutions.  

It is our intent that our feedback continues to enable a more collaborative partnership 
with Auckland Council for the benefit of the people and the environment. 

Importantly, (as highlighted in the back pages of this submission), we feel that 
Auckland Council needs to employ new and innovative approaches when delivering 
services. Mana Whenua need to be central to designing and implementing this 
framework.  
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To this end, please contact us anytime to discuss how we could move forwards. The 
best way to contact me is via email chair@tamatera.iwi.nz. 

Context 

Aside from the key issues covered above, some of the other key proposed priorities for 
this 10-year budget are: 

Māori outcomes 

Council is committed to Treaty-based partnerships with Māori. Then council enables 
the delivery against 10 Māori Outcomes strategic priorities through our Māori 
Outcomes portfolio. The portfolio includes day-to-day activities, supplemented by the 
targeted use of the Māori Outcomes fund ($170 million investment over the next 10 
years). 

The proposed funding will support Māori-led initiatives that are aligned to Kia Ora 
Tamaki Makaurau (the council’s Māori Outcomes performance measurement 
framework). Examples include the Marae Infrastructure Programme, which helps 
marae to be healthy and sustainable cultural hubs. 

The range of activities supported by the Māori Outcomes fund is varied. It enables 
incubation of initiatives, which over time transition into business-as-usual activities - 
such as Ngā Kete Akoranga, and the cultural capability programme. Te Kete Rukuruku 
is returning names to parks and places in Tāmaki Makaurau and helps to ensure the 
Māori language is seen, heard, spoken, and learnt in everyday life. The fund supports 
papakāinga and marae development with feasibility and concept design, financial 
planning, governance, and asset management. 

 Our Long-Term Priorities and Mana Outcomes 

1 Kia Ora te Kāinga Papakāinga and Māori 

Housing 

2 Kia Ora te Whānau Whānau and Tamariki 

Wellbeing 

3 Kia Ora te Marae Marae Development 

4 Kia Ora te Reo Te Reo Māori 

5 Kia Ora te Aurea Māori Identity and Culture 

6 Kia Ora te Umanga Māori Business Tourism 

and Employment 
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7 Kia Ora te Rangatahi Realising Rangatahi 

Potential 

8 Kia Ora te Taiao Kaitiakitanga 

9 Kia Ora te Hononga Effective Māori Participation 

10 Kia Hāngai te Kaunihera An Empowered Organisation 

Specific feedback 

• In principle the Kia Ora Tamaki Makaurau (Māori Outcomes) is a good initiative 

• In reality, this funding is difficult to access and difficult to evaluate and track success. 

• Procurement systems and processes need to be considerably more user friendly. 

• This initiative needs to have tangible (and transparent) benefits for Māori 
communities. 

• It was designed without input from Mana Whenua or Mataawaka 

• The accompanying Māori Responsiveness Plans were prepared by Officers with no 
input from Mana Whenua or Mataawaka 

• Many Auckland Council staff still have a poor understanding of who we are, what we 
need, and the nature of our organisation. 

Recommendations 

• Enable Māori Communities the ability to critique the Kia Ora Tamaki Makaurau 
framework. 

• Ensure decision-making is guided by fundamental operating principles such as: 
efficiency, effectiveness; transparency; value-adds (amongst others) 

• Provide us with exact figures of the spend to date.  

• Make provision for performance measures. 

• Make provision for feedback mechanisms. 

• Please allocate resources into ensuring everyone (ideally all Aucklanders) know who 
we are, what we need, and what we do. 

• Please ensure staff recognise that we are interfacing with multiple agencies (central 
government, local government, Crown Agencies, Research Institutes, the private 
sector; education providers, property developers; the religious sector, environmental 
groups, community groups, and private residences) We often lack the time and 
resource to be involved in every Auckland Council project, initiative, and programme. 
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• Auckland Council need to make it easy for us to be involved. 

• Auckland Council could significantly help us by providing forward work programmes 
right across Auckland Council (including the CCOs) so we can decide as to what 
initiatives are strategically aligned with our organisations and dedicate staff 
accordingly. 

• Recognise that our organisations often have a commercial and resource 
management arm. Our roles and responsibilities include (amongst others): planning 
and policy development; consenting; compliance; ecological restoration and 
management; supporting processes and procedures; and furthering our own strategic 
initiatives internally (including business development 

• We want to ensure that existing agreements, partnerships, and MOUs aren’t 
impacted and that the existing relationships are enduring with the potential 
amalgamation of some local boards across Tāmaki  
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 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: 

Don't need raised pedestrian crossing 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Don't fix what doesn't need fixing 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Road contractors  

They should be give a budget and time limit and not have unlimited budget and time 

 

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? 

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. 

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. 

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? 

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 
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? 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly Important 
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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. 

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? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

771



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 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? 

The rates should coincide with "pay as you go" type. With lesser household numbers 
paying less than someone that has 4 or more family members. 

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: 

Auckland public transport system is a shambles. People still prefer to drive and more 
initiatives needs to implemented to encourage taking public transport. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Build apartments or dwellings closer to train station with convenience stores like most 
metropolitan cities across the world. 

 

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? 
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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. 

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? 

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 
and addressing local safety concerns 
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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 most priorities 
 

 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

Fairly 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 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Not Important 
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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. 

Not 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. 

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? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do less 

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? 

Certainly for 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 think we need more roads and bus lines, for example we can go to Milford in the 
North from Manukau, how I can get there? 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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professional experiences could be better than he council's. 

 

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. 

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). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

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? 

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 
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. 
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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? 

I support most priorities 
 

 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

Fairly 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 
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. 

I don't know 
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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. 

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? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 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? 

786



#4272 
 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

In desperate need of better traffic 

 

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? 

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. 

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. 

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? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

 

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: Manurewa 

 

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 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: 

reducing temporary traffic management requirements is a great part of the plan 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

raised pedestrian crossings and cycleways. 

 

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? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

Support 
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we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin 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? 

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 
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 
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7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I 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. 

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. 

Fairly Important 

800



#4301 
 

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 

mostly good 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa 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: Manurewa 

 

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 more 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Get rid of idiots and 

HIRE people who can actually get things done with practical experience and approach 

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 money on consultants, and speed barriers 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Wastage of money, no future planning 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Educating people in govt departments to take Right decisions timely ,and spend more 
on Auckland Roads, Water care 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Bus lanes , cycling lane and restructuring 

 

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? 

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). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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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? 

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 
and addressing local safety concerns 
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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 do not support most priorities 
 

 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

Fairly 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 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Not Important 
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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. 

Not 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. 

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? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

Investment in micro-mobility networks and building 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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Don't widen highways. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Why are you removing the plan to build more cycleways and raised pedestrian 
crossings? More cycleways will encourage more people not to drive, taking hundreds 
to thousands of cars off the road. And not implementing raised crossings means more 
pedestrian deaths. Someone literally just died last week because of the lack of. Plus 
there's going to be congestion on the road regardless of whether there are raised 
crossings or not, so it is better to just implement them. 

 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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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? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have 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. 

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. 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? 

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 
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 
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7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I 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. 

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. 

I don't know 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

Fairly Important 
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Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

I don't know 

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? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

Spend less, stop wasting money. Reduce rates rather than increasing rates. 

Get rid of higher paid staff , consultants. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Your proposals are misleading, there will be no improvements. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Stop wasting money on pedestrian crossings and roundabouts. 

Over paying contarctors. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

Stop wasting 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)? 

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? 

 

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. 

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? 

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 
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. 
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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? 

I support most priorities 
 

 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

Fairly 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 
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 
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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. 

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? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 more 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

More COVERED / SHADED playgrounds. I'm seeing so many unused large plots of 
council land without anything in it. Am also seeing so many tiny playgrounds that need 
updating and some shade. 

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 road works on roads that clearly can do without one. I'm constantly seeing the 
same stretch of street with road-works cones every single time but everything is 
exactly the same so I don't know if you're trying to pull a quick cash grab for minimal 
effort. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

I feel you need to make the streets bigger. Especially coming from Manurewa; the 
roads here are so constrained. So much unused council land. Either put a covered 
playground and utilize that space or make room for more streets or alternative 
motorway access points. Don't just leave the plot of land empty. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

To be honest; nothing. Cost of living is tight enough as it is. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Why is the Food Scraps Bin not optional? Why do I have to spend $70 annually on 
something that I don't feel like being part of? We pay over $600+ on council rates x4 
per year. I shouldn't have to pay for the Food Scraps Bin or whatever "new ideas" you 
might think of. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

I don't live in the North and I've never been to that particular stadium. I feel this 
decision should be exclusive to those living in that area and those utilizing that facility. 
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4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

I feel I don't have enough information regarding this matter in order to formulate an 
educated opinion. 

 

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: 

Anything to help lower our rates is welcome. 

 

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? 

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). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. 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. 

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? 

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? 
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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 
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 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? 
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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. 

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. 

Fairly Important 

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. 

Your main focuses in Manurewa should be 
to reign in the gangs and widen the streets. 
Too many shady folk dangerously speeding 
with their vehicles or mountain bikes even 
around schools. Too many bad dog owners 
just letting their pit-bulls roam freely without 
a leash.  

At Manurewa Central, you have either 
drunk, homeless or high individuals 
roaming in broad daylight. What are you all 
doing? Because, tbh, it feels like Manurewa 
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is the dumping site for people that cannot 
function well in a society. 

You need to widen the streets, specifically 
Alfriston Road onwards to the small 
Alfriston bridge. Manurewa is so busy that 
these single lane streets are not going to 
cut it. The problems in Manurewa are as 
clear as day but you all want to focus on 
projects that support Pacific Creative Arts? 
What the **********? 

 

Tell us why 

Whoever drafted or proposed those key priorities, doesn't live in Manurewa or never 
have. They have literally no idea what's happening here and the REAL problems that 
need addressing. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa 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: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

No high faluting plans i.e stadium. stick with what is really needed,  not the nice to 
haves. 

831



#4396 
 
 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Dynamic lanes - This doesn't always work, Redoubt Rd Manukau which I am very 
familiar with, of course Mill Rd should have been completed by now not a stop gap 
measure which the previous government stopped. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

cycle lanes and raised crossings. So much ratepayers dollars being wasted. Tunnel 
vision by those making the rules. Ambulance/Fire etc., given no consideration to the 
ridiculously high new crossings at huge expenditure. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

So more people/groups can utilise 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: 

Go ahead but do not sell all the airport shares, once gone they are gone and unable to 
make council any more money. 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and 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 believe Council should retain ownership of the land, and Council has never done well 
on renting/leasing property or renting leasing from others. Council seems to end up 
working unlike other landlords or lessees and picking up more of the costs than would 
be usual. 

 

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: 

Should be used to maintain our main and required current 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? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

We should not be looking at stadiums on the waterfront. An exhorbitant cost and a blot 
on the landscape and far better used in other ways that do not include stadiums or 
highrise buildings. 
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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). 

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 
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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? 

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? 
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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 
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 most priorities 
 

 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly 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. 

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. 

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 

Generally what's expected 

 
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? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do 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? 

Renewal of our ageing water supply piping and sewage reticulation. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

839



#4460 
 

For the next 10 years, less support of culture, the arts, entertainment, public amenities 
etc (i.e. the "desirable", as opposed to the "essential") for the 10-year LTP, after which, 
hopefully, Auckland is on a sounder footing to support the "desirables". 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Never use public transport - to far for my elderly joints to walk to any bus stop.  I rely 
on my car, and better, safer roading. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Expand installation of traffic lights at known-busy intersections.  Experience shows that 
imposed control is safer, since many people abuse optional solutions.  I would be 
happy to pay for a renewed regional Fuel Tax, as we have already got used to 
budgeting for that cost. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Electrification of buses -  the increased weight of electric buses is tearing up road 
surfaces, the batteries will be a toxic nightmare to dispose of, the national grid could 
not cope if we all went to electric vehicles tomorrow.  The realisation that electric 
vehicles are NOT the answer is just gaining momentum now.  We should wait, and 
encourage development of hydrogen-powered vehicles, and biomass fuel production 
for the existing ICE fleet. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Elderly.  Live in South Auckland.  Never been to North Harbour Stadium. 
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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: 

Saving for tomorrow is sound common sense.  I suggest we follow the U.S. example of 
local state taxes, and add a small charge to the rates (say $5 per quarter)to help boost 
the fund - that charge would have to be ring-fenced and untouchable for any other 
purpose than the Auckland Future Fund. 

 

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? 

I don't know 

 

841



#4460 
 
Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

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 
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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? 

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? 
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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 
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 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? 
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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. 

I don't know 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly Important 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

I don't know 

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. 

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. 

I think most of the cultural-type activities are 
currently a "nice-to-have", rather than 
important, in the current financial climate.  I 
think Auckland needs to focus on effective 
consolidation to secure our future, but ways 
will have to be found to carry public opinion 
along during the 10-year period. 

 

Tell us why 

See my comments under 7b. 
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7c. What do you think of the Manurewa 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: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community 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)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

Support 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. 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? 

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 
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 

851



#4461 
 
 
7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 
 

 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

Fairly 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 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly 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? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do 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 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 

Do not 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. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin 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? 

Manurewa,Papakura 

 

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 
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 
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7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 
 

 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

Fairly 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 
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. 

Fairly 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 
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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? 
 

Papakura Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Papakura in 2024/2025? 

I support most 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 

Fairly Important 
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naming and storytelling of our parks and 
reserves. 

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. 

Fairly Important 

We will continue to support the Takanini 
Business Association in their Business 
Improvement District (BID) establishment. 

Not Important 

Papakura has a talented and culturally rich 
community, and we will continue to 
showcase this through the community arts 
programme. 

Fairly Important 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Papakura 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: Manurewa 

 

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? 

Future planning for population growth and smart city is required, provide more facilities 
for a green fast growing city is what I'm willing to pay more for. Think of providing a 
ground for more electric vehicle charging or hydrogen powered vehicles as well. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

I'm opposing pay less and do less, the city needs to improve and provide a ground for 
the raise of population. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

if there are enough public transports and ease of access at a reasonable cost, I don't 
see why we need to promote cycleways at all, humans are lazy in nature, we'd go with 
the most convenient affordable way possible, at least for 99% of us that is. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Public transport facilities, such as more bus/train/dedicated lanes 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

raised pedestrian crossings and cycleways. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

I don't' live near the region nor do I even know about this stadium. But I'd recommend 
to take the % of the people who live around the area + those who support it into the 
consideration of allocation a % of the budget as an assumption, there are way more 
important projects that'd benefit Aucklanders as a whole rather than a regional 
stadium. 

Fix existing stadium problems like flooding in Mount Eden etc would be better. 
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4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

I cannot provide any advice in terms of the impact on selling investments, especially if 
we holds enough % to be able to make a call on airport development for Auckland.  
Nor if it will cost us in the long run due to the loss of investment. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

We need to up our games on holding the ownership, ports is a major thing to own, but 
the management is not doing so well. If it means that we need to lease it to someone 
else to manage it for some years to get rid of the poisonous work force then so be it. 
Leadership in Ports of Auckland need to be reviewed, too much wasted money on 
projects that went no where. 

 

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: 

Not sure how much impact or if we are even making a profit atm for the investments 
ports of Auckland had wasted on projects. 

But if there is any I'd say 50/50 
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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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

As long as it doesn't impact traffic do whatever that'd benefit us please. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems 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 

Support 
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reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

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? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

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. 

 

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. 

 

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 
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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 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

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. 
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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? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Other 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community 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 would like the council to do more, but i am not prepared to pay more 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Stop all projects so we don't have to pay anything 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

We should extend the RTF 

 

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? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

Spending at the stadium will result in the increase in rates 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 

na 
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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? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have 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 

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. 

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, 
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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 lower the rates 

 

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 
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? 

I do not support any priorities 
 

 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

I don't know 

 

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. 

I don't know 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

I don't know 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

I don't know 
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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. 

I don't know 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

I don't know 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

I don't know 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

I don't know 

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 

Should scrap for of the the proposed works 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

please lower the proposed rates
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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. The bills are already high. Instead the government should tell people to get back to 
work instead of paying out free money. I don't use some of the services example. The 
pools so why should I pay for that and when I do have to use it I go to a private paid 
pool. I don't have grass outside my house so why should I pay for grass maintenance 
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on the streets. The pay is not going up but the demand for government is going up, 
maybe the council should tell the business owners to increase the pay by 7.5%. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

No. The bills are already high. Instead the government should tell people to get back to 
work instead of paying out free money. I don't use some of the services example. The 
pools so why should I pay for that and when I do have to use it I go to a private paid 
pool. I don't have grass outside my house so why should I pay for grass maintenance 
on the streets. The pay is not going up but the demand for government is going up, 
maybe the council should tell the business owners to increase the pay by 7.5%. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I only use my company vehicle so if the company is paying for the vehicle then why 
should I be paying for transport. I don't use the cycle so I guess people who are 
interested in cycling should pay for there own lanes and maintain it. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No I don't like unwanted spending. May the high paid council members and staff 
should have wage reduction. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Yes. Fuel cost. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

878



#4817 
 

Why spend more money. I don't even go to the stadium then why should I pay for it. 
People who use it or if used for games then the gaming committee should pay for it. 
Why take money from people who don't go to the stadium.whats the senses of ask for 
money from a normal income earner. People or organisations that use the facilities 
should pay for 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: 

Is there a problem with the current system that it needs changing. Why spend so much 
money and take the money from the people who are earning a day to day living. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

It's better to retain it as it is and instead of spending money elsewhere try to generate 
more employment opportunities for the local people and stop paying people really high 
wages than trying to take more money out from normal peoples household. 

 

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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All The money that is generated should be used for the services to maintain it and not 
to load common people. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

Public benefit is needed. 

 

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: 

Whichever is beneficial for the public is good but it shouldn't affect the tax payer in any 
manner. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems 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. 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 don't support to any fee increase since it affects my day to day living. Maybe if the 
high paid council members pay is reduced then that money can be used to help ease 
the load. Unwanted trial and error and reports made are a waste instead a proper and 
organised way of doing things should be put in place which is cost effective which 
doesn't put a load on the tax payer. If there is a pay increase then yeah I can pay abit 
extra but not in this manner since I don't even use most of the services and am being 
told to be part of it. Consideration should be done. If people don't use for example 
pools or cycle, then why should they be paying for that? 

 

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 
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? 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly Important 
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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. 

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. 

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 

If I have to pay extra am not happy. Why should I pay extra when people sit at home 
and get fed by the government. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

I don't Wana pay extra. Take the money from the council members who are high paid 
since I can't and don't want to pay for things I don't use.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

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)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

Support 
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we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. 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? 

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 
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 
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7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 
 

 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

Fairly 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. 

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 
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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? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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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Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

Support 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin 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? 

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 
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 
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7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 
 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

No 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

No 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Public transport is very important for the growing population 

 

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? 

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 
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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: 

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? 

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). 

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. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

I don't know 
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Not sure 

 

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 
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? 

I support most priorities 
 

 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Not Important 
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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. 

Not 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. 

Not 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 

Sounds good 

 
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
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Continue to improve 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 on cycleways. In realty more cycle ways will not significantly increase usage. 
Certainly people use them today but from my observations usage is mainly for 
recreation as opposed travelling to work. Most important however is that the usage is 
still insignificant compared to a population of 1.7mil. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Priority to given to public transport as vehicles on main roads will never reduce will a 
large growing population 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Cycleways. Nice to have but simply increasing bicycle lanes will not put a significant 
dent in road vehicle usage. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

What happens to the Stadium will not effect 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 

 

906



#4932 
 
Tell us why: 

Selling the 'family silver' (airport shares) will not make a significant dent in expenditure 
over the longer term. I've know of individuals who have done that to try and maintain 
their current lifestyle and later regret it. Once sold will never get back. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

I would need more info 

 

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 don't understand the how long the 'Auckland Future Fun is meant to last. Perhaps 
more importantly I don't trust future Councils to use this money wisely. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

I don't understand the how long the 'Auckland Future Fun is meant to last. Perhaps 
more importantly I don't trust future Councils to use this money wisely 

 

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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Already there is space for public spaces (eg Wynyard Quarter). I don't believe 
hundreds of thousands of Aucklanders will regularly visit the downtown. In respect of 
Tourist perhaps they should be encouraged more to visit other areas of Auckland 
rather tha 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Already there is space for public spaces (eg Wynyard Quarter). I don't believe 
hundreds of thousands of Aucklanders will regularly visit the downtown. In respect of 
Tourist perhaps they should be encouraged more to visit other areas of Auckland 
rather than Downtown/midtown Auckland. 

Also waterfront residents will only be for the elite who can afford to buy an apartment 
there and/or make commercial developers richer. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems 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. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

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? 

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. 

 

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. 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 
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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. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

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. 

Very Important 

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. 

I feel that current Polynesian cultural 
expression are already well catered for. 
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Tell us why 

Agree with most them but the two proposals I don't find important is probably because 
I'm not Polynesian and not particular interested. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa 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: Manurewa 

 

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? 

We shouldn’t be responsible for paying for Auckland council to deliver their objectives. 
We are all struggling with the current financial crisis and forced to make hard decisions 
to cut costs. Auckland council needs to do the same. Do more in cutting costs to help 
Aucklanders afford to live. 
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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 increasing land rates. They’re already high enough as it is and penalizes home 
owners who are already suffering with high interest rates. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

We are all on survival mode. Help us out by cutting costs not increasing the amount of 
tax we pay which already exceeds an average Aucklanders affordability. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Everything. We do not want to pay more. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Leave it as it is. Why should we pay for the north harbour stadium when it does not 
benefit all Aucklanders? We are on survival mode. We need to survive the next 10 
years not spend more. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

Auckland international airport is one of the few things we can say we own. Leave it at 
that. 

 

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: 

It will still belong to us just leased for 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: 

Very disappointing to read the LTP and see that the council are not benefiting 
Aucklanders, rather, proposing to increase tax and charge more money that nobody 
has. 

 

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. 

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 

916



#5019 
 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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? 

If the changes only benefit council and not Aucklanders, then I do not support. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

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. 

 

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. 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 
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Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

Fairly 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 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

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. 

Fairly Important 

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 

Investment in reducing crime and focusing on vulnerable groups such as youth, Māori 
and pasifika, the elderly and those in poverty is imperative. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Please do not increase rates.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

waste of money on public transport 

 

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. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

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 
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 
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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 most 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. 

Not 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? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

crime control, keep our community 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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do not ask police to focus on speed, waste money you can set more cameras on the 
road, less police officer, ask them to keep our community safety, reduce crime. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

think about Hongkong, Tokyo and Singapore, their population density are much higher 
than Auckland, but they don't have big traffic, why we always have such problem? get 
some advises from these cities, ask their transport specialist to come to visit Auckland 
then make a long term plan for transport, do not waste our money! 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

create more land for Aucklanders, only for local people. we have land, our city is bigger 
than Hong Kong and Singapore, 1.5million people city doesn't has land that is laugh 
for other countries,  

 

 

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: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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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. 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? 

Manurewa,Papakura 

 

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. 
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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. 

 

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 
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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? 
 

Papakura Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Papakura in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 
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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. 

Fairly 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. 

Not 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. 

Not 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. 

Fairly Important 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Papakura 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: Manurewa 

 

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 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: 

Raised ped. crossings impede emergency services and are over the top.  does stop 
boy-racers but at what cost. 

Temporary traffic management is ridiculous - cones for miles and 2 or more traffic 
trucks per worksite with huge blinding lights is over the top 

 

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: 

Sports people want more stadia.  So don't close what you have.  But let the multi-
million sports sector fund themselves rather than worshipped by Council 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I think Council needs a voice in the Airport management.  So don't sell too much and 
lose that.  It gives a good return and is relatively   risk-free 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

937



#5176 
 

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: 

Ports should remain ours 

 

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: 

Ports are a great asset for public enjoyment 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

You need the revenue 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

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 
and addressing local safety concerns 
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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? 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly Important 
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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. 

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. 

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? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Looks good.  We have to pay for services provided.  Pity Govt has pulled support for 
transport improvements.  This public consultation is a great idea
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Public transport, playgrounds is less wealthy areas. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Te reo maori. 

 

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)? 

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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Make a public space 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 

Support 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. 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. 

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? 

 

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 
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. 
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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? 

I 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 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly 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 
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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. 

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? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

949



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

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 do not support stopping investment in cycle-ways. In ten years time, Auckland should 
have (at a minimum) cycle-ways parallel to all major motorways (like SH16). Ideally, 
there should be a network of safe cycle-ways through residential and urban areas to 
reach these as well. 

In terms of the other proposals, these are fine but could be more ambitious. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Everything. 

 

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 North Shore. Whatever they decide, I'm happy to contribute to. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 

Critical Auckland infrastructure (and other) assets should not be treated as opaque 
financial instruments to be traded. These assets do not only belong to us, but to our 
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children, grandchildren and beyond as well. We should focus on acquiring more 
council assets and holding these for 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 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: 

Why not just raise $2.1b for new investment directly from rate payers? There are 
probably at least 500,000 in Auckland. That's only $4200 each (on average). $2.1b is a 
trivial amount of money to raise for a city of this size and we would continue to earn 
dividends from 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: 

While I support investment and acquisition of assets by the council, I don't trust the 
'Auckland Future Fund'. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

Port of Auckland should not be moved to the 'Future Fund'. There should be no change 
in the shareholding or ownership of the port land. 

 

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: 

If there would be no significant effect on the operations of the port by transferring these 
wharves, that implies that the space is currently not being used optimally. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

This space currently supports the port operations (it would have a significant effect on 
the port to repurpose it). The proposal for replacement is too vague to justify such a 
significant effect. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems 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. 

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). 

Other 
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin 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? 

Before addressing the specific targeted rates above, I would like to have my say on 
general rates and council financing. I would like for the council to raise more funding 
directly from the people and businesses of the city through general rates. The council's 
budget appears to be very limited for the scope of projects that we require to build the 
city's infrastructure into the future. Currently, the rates the I pay personally are around 
$2700 per year. I spend (considerably) more money on repayments for my Toyota 
Corolla than I spend on my whole city (and it's not a small city). It is extremely 
frustrating when the council does not spend money on developing and investing in the 
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city, it's services and it's infrastructure due to 'budget constraints', but collects such 
trivially low rates from the population. 

I would propose that the council raise general rates by 7x (700%). For me, personally, 
this would be about $19000 per year. I understand that everyone's situation is different, 
but I think this is entirely reasonable for running a large city. 

That said: 

WQTR - I support resuming this rate. I don't support decreasing the rate to only cover 
operating costs and interest. We should always be making more investment. 

CATTR - I don't know what 'Broaden the description of bus services' means. I can't find 
it elaborated on in the main document either. Does it make an Uber a council funded 
bus service? (Surely not, but my point is that the statement is so vague as to be 
meaningless. It is impossible to have an opinion on it either way). 

 

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 
and addressing local safety concerns 
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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. 

I don't know 

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 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Very Important 
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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. 

I don't know 

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. 

Fairly 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? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Keep cycleway development going. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

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. 

Support 

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? 

Franklin,Howick,Kaipātiki,Manurewa,Ōtara-Papatoetoe,Papakura 

 

Franklin Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Franklin in 2024/2025? 

I support most 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. 

Fairly Important 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Support environmental and cultural 
restoration programmes in partnership with 
Iwi including Te Kete Rukuruku (place 

Very Important 
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naming) and Te Korowai Papatuuaanuku 
(environmental restoration). 

Develop “Franklin Community Occupancy 
Guidelines” to inform decisions on council-
owned facility leases, including leasing 
charges. 

Fairly Important 

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. 

Not Important 

Progress the development and delivery of 
the Franklin Paths Programme. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver a refreshed approach to enabling 
young people in Franklin to access services 
and participate in their communities. 

Fairly Important 

Progress a Pukekohe Cemetery memorial 
project that acknowledges the unmarked 
graves at the site. 

Not Important 

 

 
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 

Alfriston (Franklin end) 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/2025? 
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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 

 
7c. What do you think of the Hibiscus and Bays proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I support all priorities 
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Howick Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Howick in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Review and refresh the Howick Heritage 
Plan. 

Fairly 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. 

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. 

 

Very 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 
to establishing a new business association 
and possible new Business Improvement 
District (BID) programme. 

 

 

Tell us why 
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7c. What do you think of the Howick proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

I support all priorities 

 

Kaipātiki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Kaipātiki in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important  

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

 
 

Investing in the maintenance and renewal 
of our parks, playgrounds, recreation 
facilities, and other public spaces so they 
continue to meet our communities needs. 

Fairly Important 

Supporting a community-led approach for 
the delivery of relevant and diverse services 
that connect the community 

Very Important 

Supporting environmental groups, 
community volunteers, and our diverse 
communities to carry out environmental 
restoration projects, including stream clean-
ups, habitat improvement, native riparian 
planting, and pest control. 

Very Important 

Begin implementing the Mini Shoreline 
Adaptation Plan for the Little Shoal Bay / Te 
Wai Manawa alongside our community to 
address the issues caused by flooding and 
seawater inundation. 

Very Important 
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Supporting a community climate activation 
programme to support and amplify 
community initiatives identified in the 
Kaipātiki Climate Action Plan. 

Very Important 

Building relationships with local iwi and 
mataawaka groups so that Kaipātiki is rich 
with Māori identity and culture. 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Kaipātiki proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

 

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 
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. 
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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? 

I 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. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 
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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? 
 

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 
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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. 

 

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. 

 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōtara-Papatoetoe proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 
 

Papakura Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Papakura in 2024/2025? 

I support most priorities 

970



#5197 
 
 

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. 

Fairly 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. 

Very 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. 

Fairly 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 

 
7c. What do you think of the Papakura 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: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

I would happily pay more for more governance expertise and more effective 
engagement.  

I want Council to research a value capture model.  
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(My house has risen in value  from $350,000 to over a million dollars. Up to half of 
extra value after inflation could be due to Council investments.) 

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: 

I want even more investment in public and active transport modes. I want lots more 
electric buses asap. 

Make it easier and safer to walk, cycle, scoot. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Transport as a service is developing quickly. Please research developments and trial 
options where possible. 

 

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: 

Explore how to promote community use of this amazing asset. The population close by 
will grow. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 

Please keep direct control over these holdings and assets. 

Another entity such as the Fund introduces  more complexity which is likely to create 
issues in itself. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

This port is more than a way to make money for Aucklanders.  

Leasing of the Port of Auckland operations would be a major strategic risk for New 
Zealand and other countries.  A foreign company with links to a foreign government 
could use the Most Favoured Nation clause in a Free Trade agreement and outbid 
others. 

Secondly, port operations have huge environmental impacts. We must prioritize 
reducing impacts on each other and on the world around.  We need to continue to 
enhance rail over truck movements where practical,  even if we subsidise rail. 

 

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: 

Make operations as environmentally safe as possible. Keep investing and innovating. 
Apart from importing cars, this is a great location for our Port. 
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4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

We ain't seen nothing yet. Council will need a lot more insurance to  cope with whats 
coming. I would like Council to quietly research and prepare for much bigger financial 
challenges. I prefer to pay for this through rates or taxes. 

 

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: 

Any development must be resilient for major sea level rise and storm surges. 

Maori invited Crown so must have a major say. 

Please no stadium. 

Currently a lot of car parking seems to happen on both wharves. By all means, build 
another multi level carpark n 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Vehicles being imported should come to another port. This will take time and cost 
some extra per vehicle. If Bledisloe Wharf is mainly for vehicles imports,  then I 
support that being wound down and new public uses. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment 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. 

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). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid 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. 
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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? 

Yes. I want a higher water quality targeted rate to help pay for faster investment. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Papakura 

 

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 

Very Important 
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Te Kete Rukuruku project which is the dual 
naming and storytelling of our parks and 
reserves. 

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 

 
7c. What do you think of the Papakura proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

Takanini and Conifer Grove residents could safely walk to beaches and reserves in 
Wattle Downs if there was a pedestrian bridge over Papakura stream near the mouth.  

Please advocate with Council to fund this initiative in the LTP. It will benefit residents 
and businesses and enhance safe travel. 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Our services have steadily been reduced in the name of efficiency and cost savings.  

It will be much better to fund Local Boards more, even if they sometimes muck it up a 
bit.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 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? 

Medical 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Pay less property tax 
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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? 

Road widening 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Build fewer bus routes 

 

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 
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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 

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). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 
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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? 

Manurewa,Papakura 

 

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 
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? 

I support most priorities 
 

 

 

Papakura Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Papakura in 2024/2025? 

I support most 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. 

 

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 

 

984



#5454 
 
naming and storytelling of our parks and 
reserves. 

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. 

 

We will continue to support the Takanini 
Business Association in their Business 
Improvement District (BID) establishment. 

 

Papakura has a talented and culturally rich 
community, and we will continue to 
showcase this through the community arts 
programme. 

 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Papakura 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: Manurewa 

 

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 As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and 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. 

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 

Other 
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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. 

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. 

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. 

Other 
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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? 

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 
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 
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7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 
 

 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly Important 

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 
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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. 

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? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support 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? 

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? 

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. 

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. 

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? 

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 
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 
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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 most priorities 
 

 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

Fairly 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. 

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? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Rates are not affordable do not want to see a hike in the rates. But do not want to 
compromise services like parks, libraries, recreational activities 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Executive Council members pay less 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

There is not sufficient information that would show that the proposal would be 
beneficial to each community.. WHy has previous plans been put on hold? and why is 
safety been compromised by stopping the raised pedestians and cycle lanes? 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

public transport insfrastructure for bus, trains be easier for commuters in athe airport 
area to other regions 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Salaries on Senior management in council or cap the income earnt. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

Tell us why support this where there is a real need to have a stadium in Auckland 
South with the amazing talent  here that gets poached for other regions because we 
don't have any resources that are fitting at a level of competition that would serve 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)? 
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Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

Further public forums and information is needed to understand this proposal the pros 
and cons of what is proposed and how it would benefit the community as a whole 

 

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: 

Continue the same still to understand what the proposed Auckland Future fund is all 
about and the allocation of funds 

 

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: 

With profits and dividends contributing towards council services what are the services 
all of them and would it be enough to cover reduced rates 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

There is not enough information to the average joe bloggs to understand the proposal.  
And the period of time given to all others to provide feedback 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 
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No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems 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. 

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. 

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? 

Manurewa 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 
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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. 

 

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. 

 

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 
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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 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly Important 

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. 

Fairly 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? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

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? 

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? 

 

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 
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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? 

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. 

 

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. 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 
 

 

 

1012



#5591 
 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

Fairly 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 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

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? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Please find letter attached.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support 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? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

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. 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? 

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 
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 
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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? 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 
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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. 

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? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 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 and local town development in neglected lower socio-economic 
areas 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Stop developing the rich areas. They've got enough already. 

 

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? 

Public transport reliability 

 

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: 

We should keep control of our assets. If they're sold, likely to foreigners, we will only 
see costs for users increase and lose strategic direction. Not everything is about 
money, but selling it all will make them run on the basis of money. 

 

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. 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? 

Spend some money in the neglected low socio economic areas, I.e. South Auckland 

 

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 
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? 

I 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 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Very Important 
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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. 

I don't know 

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. 

I don't know 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

I don't know 

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 

Bit more emphasis on environmental issues and fixing up rundown areas 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa 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: Manurewa 

 

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  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community Do more 

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? 

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? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 
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4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

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 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

I don't know 
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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. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Manurewa 
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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 
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. 

 

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. 
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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? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

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? 

Howick,Manurewa 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Support the development of community led 
resilience networks in our area, so our 
community and organisations will know who 
does what, where to get information and 
how to help, including in emergencies. 

 

Support and advocate for further protection 
of our sea, soil and fresh water from 
contamination and sedimentation through 
methods such as re-naturalisation, or 
daylighting. 

 

Engage with our community and key 
stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 
the future uses of our undeveloped 
reserves, and older established ones, 
including investigation of cost-effective 
options for other informal recreation and 
play in these areas. 
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Continue to support activities that promote 
vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 
in our area, such as events, festivals, and 
other shared experiences in our public 
spaces for all. 

 

Continue to renew and enhance the paths 
network (greenways) to create a safer, off 
road, well-connected networks for active 
modes of transport. 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Hibiscus and Bays proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 

 

Howick Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Howick in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Review and refresh the Howick Heritage 
Plan. 

Fairly 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 
industry about the impacts they may have 

I don't know 
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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? 

 

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. 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 
 

 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

Fairly 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 
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Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly Important 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

I don't know 

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. 

I don't know 

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? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 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? 

Subsidise public transport to get more people into trains and buses. 

Rates should be increased dramatically to pay for a quality city. 
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Get rating income to cover the cost of services as in all others aspects of life eg power 
water 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Less expenditure on cycleways and walking tracks until income matches the cost. 

Less spent on sporting and cultural events. These should pay their own way. 

Stop spending on speed bumps and  raised crossing completely. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Improve public transport, make road use more efficient and stop raised crossing a 
stupid speed bumps immediately. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Subsidy on public transport. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Traffic management a speed bumps. Less cycle ways until income increases to cover 
essential work. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Community use is the reason we have it. 
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4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

This is poorly worded and unclear. What do terms like protect value and better provide 
actually mean? 

 

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: 

Best to retain assets and run correctly to make a return 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: 

We need these 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? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 
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Tell us why: 

We need income rather than more;luxuries at this stage. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

We need income before new parks. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems 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 

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. 

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? 

Manurewa 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 
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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. 

 

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. 

 

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? 

Fairly Important 
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
 

Continue to support, deliver and fund 
initiatives that contribute to positive youth 
development. 

Very Important 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

Very Important 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly Important 

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. 

Not Important 

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. 

Sporting and cultural groups should be self 
funding through registration/membership 
fees, local specific fund raising, ticket sales. 

 

Tell us why 

10 years is too long. Future needs impossible to predict. 
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7c. What do you think of the Manurewa 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: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Traffic is awful. Let's invest in better options - good solutions in the pack. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Improving rail infrastructure so there are fewer track issues and more trains can run. 

 

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? 

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? 

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). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid 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? 

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 
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 
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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. 

Fairly 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. 

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 
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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. 

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 

Great to see the focus on community building and cohesion. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa 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: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

I would like to see small bridges that go over roads at schools as have a look at Kings 
College in Otahuhu when it is 8.00am and 12.00am and 3.15 pm when schools 
knocking off and look at the bottle neck traffic that builds up because we are using a 
lights system, i know more expense to build a walking ,wheelchair and for push bikes 
for school kids but traffic build ups cost us all more and its there for life. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Maybe look at our road rules a bit more so when at a red light you can still proceed at 
certain times like America and Aussie does in some states, After one oclock our lights 
change to a faster system until 5.00am as i hate sitting at red lights when there is no 
traffic coming in any direction and you are still on a red light for ages. They need to sit 
down and nut it out but a quicker change in early hours would be nice as why get 
stopped when there in no traffic around as main and busier shall warrant the green 
light most time, Small bits all over our rods will help like look at build ups in mornings 
at every intersections and lights ,roundabouts etc and see if something can be 
changed or added or taken away to help conjestion, I would love that role as i love 
chess and thats how i make a difference 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I woulnt get yto far ahead of yourselves as we are probaly going to have a earthquake 
or major natural disaster in Wellington, Kaikouroa[soouth island]or even Auclkland so 
maybe think big after its happened and put your money away for then as you know we 
are on a faultline so what do the experts say?? 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

maybe change  the laws on vehicles like any drink drivers lose there vehicle on the 
spot for 28 days, imagine the drop in drink drivers then as they cost the tax payer and 
ACC So much, And any vehicle with no warrant or rego gets impounded for 28 days 
and anyone without a proper licence vehicle goes for 28 days,only driving when 
forbidden that occurs and i think a real high speeding does so why not up the anties so 
have to spend more on storage yards and one way of getting vehicles off the road and  
give every offender a weeks free on public transport and one way of persuading 
persons to use public transport 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 
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i was wandering if there is a way of stopping business in making 8.00am 
appointments, like doctors, hospitals,so 9.00am is the earliest so the workers can get 
to work a bit easier and faster, anyone on any New Zealand benefit,the 
retired,eldery,[non wokers] shouldnt be allowed to use the roads from 5.00am thur to 
8.30am so workers can get to work first as they are the bread makers then  everyone 
else at 8.30 am can start there day, like the old carless days and vehicle impounded if 
caught , It would be hard to police but half would obey like the eldery and the other half 
would risk fines and impounding, big commitent from everyone but would free up the 
roads in peak hour,Bonusus for Truck drivers starting earlier and major business shake 
up but think it can be done with everyones support so start with a business survey, 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

dont know enough about it 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

dont know enought to comment 

 

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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As have to take a look at other countries and see who owns there wharves and ports 
as i thought the government would be more in control of ports as they need to be big 
and bigger to take all these big ships now so im not up to speed on Aucklands ports 
but thats where we need to start as thats the beginning on Trade so how do we match 
to other countries and is our ports unload to trucks deliver route working out and rail so 
i dont know enough really to say 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

put monies away and invest while to clean up all your other projects first as we cant 
even control our illegal rubbish  dumpings yet so i would start by changing some 
rubbish laws as any vehicle seen or videoed throwng rubbish out of vehicle a fine first 
second time impounded or first time ,fine for throwing butts out of cars or and on any 
road or council land, ,get back to using hidden cameras for illegal dumpers as cut the 
red tape on persons privacy or whatever reason your footage doesnt stand up in court 
as use to contract to council on rubbish so i am the man to help fix it as need some 
young blood in the rubbish department to shake the public up and i have heaps of 
ideas as why build a beautiful Auckland when we havent got our rubbish under 
control,,and the monies wasted on taggers makes my blood boil the two main topics 
that AUCKLAND DOWN, RUBBISH AND TAGGING ,its a big job but look at 
Switzerland the cleanist place in the world 

 as they have rubbish police as thats want i want to do.rubbish ,butts,rubbish dumping 
and littering like metre wardens but more powers. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

not sure 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 
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Tell us why: 

not sure 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

not sure 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems 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 

I don't know 

1065



#5840 
 
businesses and raises the share paid 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. 

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? 

try not to make these surveys too long as no one fill out, do you know how many 
bussiness are asking for surveys now, i come to clean out my laptop and end up only 
doing surveys so shorter the better and maybe more often, 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

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. 

 

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. 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 
 

 

 

1067



#5840 
 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

I don't know 

 

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. 

I don't know 

Invest in evidence-based projects that focus 
on crime prevention, safer communities and 
injury prevention. 

I don't know 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

I don't know 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

I don't know 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

I don't know 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

I don't know 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

I don't know 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

these surveys are too long and stuff that i 
dont know nothing about so i only talk on 
what i know so please i have other chores 
too do 
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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? 

i get surveys from countdown, work and income, council, so i dont mind if they are 
short and sweet and AT transort and a lot more of other companies asking for surveys 
so please make shorter and keep to major points
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

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? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems 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? 

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 
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 
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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. 

Not 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? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation 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 most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

Support 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid 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? 

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 
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 
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7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I 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 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly 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. 

Very 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? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

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). 

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. 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 
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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? 

Manurewa 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

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? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Better Transport means traffic could be reduced. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

N/A 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

N/A 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

N/A 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 

N/A 

 

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: 

N/A 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

N/A 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

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: 

N/A 

 

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: 

N/A 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems 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. 

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 
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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? 

N/A 

 

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. 
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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. 

 

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 
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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. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly 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. 

N/A 

 

Tell us why 

Good 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

N/A
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

Improve the public transport and have better and faster healthcare 

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: 

It's not enough. Public transport should be a priority. Council needs to get in debt and 
make transport usable and fast 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Healthcare. We need more doctors and nurses 

 

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? 
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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? 

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. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the 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? 

Manurewa 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I like the improved public transport, don't think we need raised pedestrians maybe just 
better painted areas around pedestrians, cycle ways take away parking... I will never 
use a bike for transport 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

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,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Once you sell land, you will never get it back even if you need it later 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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 absolutely do not want airport shares sold! 

 

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? 

No 

 

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 
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? 

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 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Very Important 
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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. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly 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. 

They are all important and cater for a wide 
range of local people 

 

Tell us why 

Fine 

 
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
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

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 

1110



#6227 
 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
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 

 

6b.  Do you have 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? 

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 
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? 
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I support most priorities 
 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

 

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? 

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. 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? 

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 
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 
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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 
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 
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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? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

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. 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? 

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 
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? 
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I support all priorities 
 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

1126



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

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. 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? 

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 
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? 
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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: Manurewa 

 

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? 

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. 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? 

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 
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? 
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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: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Upgrade the swimming pools. 

Improve stormwater structure. 

More accessible transport for public. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Reduce regional  programs. Small green bin. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Busses, train to airport (need working and efficient) 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Reduce 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)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

Don't corporatize public resources 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

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. 

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? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Ōtara-Papatoetoe 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

Focus on basic services, water, waste water, rubbish collection and transport. 
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No more stadiums, the city already has four major stadiums - make them work and pay 
their way. Make the port profitable. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Close AT and consolidate transport back into council so it can control this operation 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

removing comtamination from the habour and beaches 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Council overheads and staff 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Stadium did operate successfully in the past. Move all cricket to North harbour stadium 
as it has room the longer boundarys, the forcus on Eden Park as a rugby and foot ball 
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 
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Tell us why: 

Council must focus on the basics, as outlined above. No more wasting rate payers 
money on dream schemes. Hold shares for the children 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: 

Council must employ professional managers at the port who can make it profitable so 
it becomes an income source for council and reduces Auckland rates.. 

 

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 existing rates are already to high 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

Mr Brown, you promised to cut out the waste in council and make it more efficient, so 
we voted you in. So now do it. we want you live up to you promises and be effective. 

 

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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This is another dream scheme, which the rate payers cant afford. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Make the port profitable, removing assets will only make this more difficult. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems 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. 

Support 
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

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 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Focus on "user pay" for all income, including charging rate on government property 
and for services. 

 

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: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Nope 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Not much is being done as it is. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Who wants to pay more tax. We pay enough as it is. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Council management and exec to be paid less. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

I go to many events held at this stadium and maintenance costs are worth 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: 

Don't need a future fund. Need a fix it now fund. 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

sounds like a trick question. 35 years is way too specific. 

 

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: 

Put funds back into the community or for maintenance of the ports as it is an important 
asset in 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? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

leave it alone, 

 

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). 

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 

 

1152



#6405 
 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin 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? 

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. 
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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. 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I 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 
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Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly Important 

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. 

Not 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? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support 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 our asset . No. I will be working longer hours to pay my rates , thus no time to 
enjoy 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Park and events . remove the high paying staffs in Council , when you still require 3rd 
party consultants 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

unless cycle lanes , hardly seen anyone using except weekends. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Road worthy 

 

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? 
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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 

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). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin 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? 

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 
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? 

I support most priorities 
 

 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Not Important 
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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. 

Not Important 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

I don't know 

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? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

1162



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

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: Manurewa 

 

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? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 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? 

NO 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

NO 

1171



#6560 
 
 

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? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 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? 

Investing in getting around Auckland, fix trains and buses to be more reliable, more 
parking options, more lanes traffic is bad. In addition, more housing options less 
restrictions on approvals 

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: 

Traffic is bad in Auckland and not worth catching public transport due to the 
unreliability and breakdowns 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Housing, public transport, etc 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

Inflation is high not a good use of 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)? 

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? 

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. 

I don't know 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin 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? 

Manurewa,Upper Harbour 

 

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 
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. 
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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? 

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 
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. 

Not Important 
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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. 

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? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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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: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do less 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community 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’m not prepared to pay more on the same issues every time this budget comes up for 
renewal. It’s a waste of ratepayers money when you clearly see it’s not working e.g. 
roads. You continue putting lights on unnecessary places where traffic will be as long 
as the motorway from Hamilton. You keep saying to improve transportation how????  
It’s so unreliable people are still driving to work instead of taking the bus. Whoever is 
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planning this nonsense is not working and we suffer even if we don’t travel to the city 
we still pay. Why don’t you just leave it as is and wait for another 10 years maybe 
someone who knows how to fix all the problems will be capable with a fresh outlook on 
what is best for Auckland. I am sick and tired of your failed plans and then it’s always 
the rate payers who suffer. This is a waste of time cause you have put together this 
plan and you will still go ahead with it no matter what. No more increased in rates 
every thing nowadays are so expensive we cannot afford any more rise. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Just don’t increase our rates and sell your shares to pay for what you have proposed.  
Or find other sources of revenue to use and let the people enjoy life without worrying 
on where to find extra cash to pay you as panelists will occur if the payment is late. 
You don’t give a shoot about normal people trying to make ends meet 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

How many years now since you put through this proposal. My opinion is sack all the 
ones making decisions that never worked and get fresher people with clear 
understanding for what’s happening in Auckland in the next 10 years. This always 
comes up every budget year but it’s the same outcome no change in transport. What’s 
wrong there. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Yes get someone who can solve this problem and pay him/her a good salary and let us 
see a better outcome for our transport roads etc etc 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Wasting money on people that have the same ideas year in year out 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 
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Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Good for future generations and teams that are visiting our shores 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Get funds to do all your projects 

 

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: 
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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: 

 

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. 

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 
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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. 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? 

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. 

 

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. 

 

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 
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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. 

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 
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. 

Not 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. 

 

1192



#6593 
 
 

Tell us why 

Everything is a priority but I see no reason to prioritise anything except crime 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa 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: Manurewa 

 

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 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? 

Auckland council should make dental cure affordable so everyone can benefit not only 
community card holders 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Swimming pools free entry should be stopped so only genuine people can benefit from 
it 

 

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? 

I would like to spend more on checking/testing on education system. At the moment 
most of the study is being done online. Yet teachers are crying. Maybe less on 
protocols and more emphasise on education. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

I would like to spend less grant on schools but use those funds on teachers salaries 
instead. Term time system should be removed for teachers and they should work like 
other workers so there is a accountability 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

Gvt is already in so much debt. First get it under control before spending on major 
projects that can be postponed 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 
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Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and 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: 

No 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

1196



#6602 
 
 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. 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? 

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. 
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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. 

 

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 do not support most priorities 
 

 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

Fairly 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 
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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 
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. 

Very Important 

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. 

So much money is wasted on the name of 
supporting social activities. South seas has 
been wasting tonnes of crop/technology 
and free cash on the name of charity. These 
should stop 

 

Tell us why 

The priority should be education, crime control and strict consequences for the actions. 

 
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
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 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? 

Public transport that works please.   

Build bigger drains so they don't flood everywhere.  

Better walking space for pedestrians and remove button pressing for crossings. 

Build more roundabouts which are safer than traffic lights and encourage traffic flow. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Building bigger roads. Studies prove this doesn't reduce congestion. We need to 
maintain our current roads though. We need better public transport to reduce 
congestion on current roads. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I don't agree with stopping raised pedestrian crossings or cycle-ways. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Improving ease of movement for pedestrians. They should have priority of movement 
especially in the central city. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

dynamic lanes. A bus lane should be a bus lane. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

I don't know much about the Stadium nor care much. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 

All of this sounds like a bad idea. You don't need a CCO for investments. You can 
invest in low risk funds but you don't need a CCO to tell you that. 

 

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: 

It sounds like a good idea. But have some kind of maintenance agreement. I have 
seen this done for roads in Spain where they lease the land for new highways to be 
built for around 30 years there is toll paid to a private company who builds the road 
then after 30 years the land and new highway is returned to the government. This 
means Spain has amazing roads they don't pay to build or maintain. 

 

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 clearly isn't enough funding to support Auckland's services. It has the highest 
proportion of the population who pay the most taxes and should get more funding from 
central government.  

Better areas to invest in new public spaces would be to close off Queen street and K 
road to traffic and build public spaces there. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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Better areas to invest in new public spaces would be to close off Queen street and K 
road to traffic and build public spaces there. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

We definitely do not want more trucks on the road. This will cost more in road 
maintenance over time. Until rail freight is improved and viable it is a bad idea.  

Better areas to invest in new public spaces would be to close off Queen street and K 
road t 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

We definitely do not want more trucks on the road. This will cost more in road 
maintenance over time. Until rail freight is improved and viable it is a bad idea.  

Better areas to invest in new public spaces would be to close off Queen street and K 
road to traffic and build public spaces there. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems 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. 

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 
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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? 

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 
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 
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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 
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. 

Fairly 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 
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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. 

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 

It needs to include infrastructure upgrades to the drainage. There are many 
townhouses being built which means less green area to absorb the water and drainage 
is not being upgrade to keep up with the infrastructure.  

There is a lot of litter around bus s 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa 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: Manurewa 

 

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 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? 

roadworks and traffic management 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

proposal seems like a contradiction 

 

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: 

beneficial for the community instead of leasing it out, 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

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? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

maintenance of the ports 

 

4d. Do you have 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: 

not enough info 

 

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). 

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 

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? 

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 
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. 
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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? 

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. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 
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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. 

Fairly 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? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

survey needs to be simplified for youth
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems 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. 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. 

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? 

Franklin,Māngere-Ōtāhuhu,Manurewa,Papakura 

 

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. 

Very Important 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Support environmental and cultural 
restoration programmes in partnership with 
Iwi including Te Kete Rukuruku (place 

Not Important 
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naming) and Te Korowai Papatuuaanuku 
(environmental restoration). 

Develop “Franklin Community Occupancy 
Guidelines” to inform decisions on council-
owned facility leases, including leasing 
charges. 

Fairly Important 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Progress the development and delivery of 
the Franklin Paths Programme. 

Fairly Important 

Deliver a refreshed approach to enabling 
young people in Franklin to access services 
and participate in their communities. 

Fairly Important 

Progress a Pukekohe Cemetery memorial 
project that acknowledges the unmarked 
graves at the site. 

Not Important 

 

 
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 

Not from the Franklin area 

 

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 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. 

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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I support most priorities 
 

 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

Fairly 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 
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. 

Not 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. 

Not Important 
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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? 
 

Papakura Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Papakura in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most 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. 

Fairly 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 

Not Important 
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pond and are looking at further work that 
can be done in this area. 

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. 

Not Important 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Papakura 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: Manurewa 

 

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 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? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and 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. 

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? 

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 
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 
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7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I 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. 

Not Important 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly Important 

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 
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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? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

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? 

Developing better Public Transport infrustructure with AT and KiwiRail. Don’t go back 
on the light rail just FINISH IT. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Bike lanes in non CBD suburbs. They’re illogical because the industry’s in non CBD 
suburbs are factories therefore riding a bike to work is counterproductive because it’s 
exhausting energy better spent on the factory floor. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Too many cost cuts to infrastructure projects. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Getting the public transport projects set up for the RFT to fund done. So we don’t 
waste time. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Speed bumps. Just personal preference really nothing justifiable really. 

 

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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The South Auckland wards AND ONLY THEM can make a decision on those shares 
because they’re from the former Manukau District Council. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Privatise the port. It’s too much of a financial and perception liability especially after the 
ongoing deaths there in the last 5 years 

 

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: 
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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. 

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? 

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 
and addressing local safety concerns 
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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. 

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. 

Fairly Important 
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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. 

Very 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. 

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 

Investment in Southmall. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa 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: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support 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. Stick to the core services, forget about the nice to haves, we can't afford them. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Slim down the beuracracy and manage with less overheads, bring services back in 
house to have better control 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Transport expenditure should be about maintaining the existing road network, forget 
about the blanket lower speed limits, raised crossing and cycleways, at present those 
are unaffordable 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Overhead costs 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

At present it is usable and does not require changing 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 

Control of council assets should stay with council anf by default the ratepayers 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

Council needs to retain control of it's assets 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Forget the future fund, retain control within council 

 

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: 

Let the port company do it's job 

 

1243



#7032 
 
5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Again let the port company operate with both hands unbound 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems 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 
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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? 

None 

 

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? 
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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 
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 most priorities 
 

 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly 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. 

I don't know 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

I don't know 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

Concentrate on the necessary and forget 
the nice to have for now, it is unafforable at 
present 

 

Tell us why 

I mostly agree with the priorities, just stick to what is affordable rather than the nice to 
haves 

 
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? 

None
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 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? 

Ahaha 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Shshhs 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Suhsshs 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Suhshsj 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Jsisie 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

Shhshs 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Wje 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

I liek 

 

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: 

Shshs 

 

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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Jsjs 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems 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). 

Other 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. 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. 

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? 

Shahs 

 

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. 

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. 

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: Manurewa 

 

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 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)? 

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. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin 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? 

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 
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. 
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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? 

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 
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. 

Fairly Important 
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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. 

Fairly 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? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 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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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 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a 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. 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? 

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 
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 
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7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 
 

 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly Important 

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 
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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. 

Fairly Important 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

DON’t CLOSE NATHAN HOMESTEAD.  
WASTING OUR MONEY ON POINTLESS 
EARTHQUAKE STRENGTHENING. 

 

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? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

More funding for community projects, particularly arts and cultural activities. More 
funding for removal of graffiti especially along rail corridor, and the use of plants to 
discourage graffiti being redone. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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I think Auckland should buy smaller buses/mini-buses for the routes where there are 
usually only 3 or 4 people using the bus. The routes around 
Manurewa/Papakura/Manukau which operate between rush hours often have almost 
nobody aboard.  Also stop wasting money on projects like the proposed new massive 
stadium in Downtown Auckland - with its lack of parking,  and its huge cost. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

The dedicated cycleways are a waste of time when they run down established roads.  
The one out front of our house has max three riders a day and often none. The raised 
Pedestrian crossings are a waste of time. As for the integrated system - it will be no 
good until it is actually RELIABLE and quick. Rail takes 45 minutes from our place to 
town. If it was reliable and about 30 minutes our commuter family members would use 
it. 

 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

A second harbour crossing. 

Spend more of installing red light cameras, and speed cameras. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Spend less on large buses on runs where very few people use them. Use mini-buses 
or vans. Get rid of dedicated bike lanes on public roads as they are not safe 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

I don't use it and am not in the area so cannot comment. 
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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 little bit of control the council still has on the airport. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

A shorter lease would be better. The issues with monopoly control by overseas 
companies is very negative and a shorter lease means if it goes bad the lease will be 
over faster. 

 

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 
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Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Unless parking and access is improved in the area the proposal to use it for public 
benefit is a waste of time, unless it is to use minimum funding for an ambient space to 
relax. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

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. 

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? 

Manurewa 

 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Māngere-Ōtāhuhu in 2024/2025? 
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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. 

 

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. 

 

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 most priorities 
 

 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

Fairly Important 

 

1275



#7262 
 
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 
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. 

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. 

Not Important 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

I don't know 

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 

I think facilities should benefit and enhance interest from ALL cultures in Manurewa, 
not just Maori and Polynesian 
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7c. What do you think of the Manurewa 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: Manurewa 

 

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? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Need to improve transporf in auckland 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Nothing 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

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. 

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? 

Organise the public transport 

 

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 
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. 
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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? 

I do not support most priorities 
 

 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

Fairly 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. 

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 
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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. 

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. 

Focus more on delivering clean 
environment 

 

Tell us why 

Don't agree to most of the. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Need to improve public transport and cleanliness of the area
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

none 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

none 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Better to get the plan in place now rather than later 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

none 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

none 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

none 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 

none 

 

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: 

none 

 

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: 

none 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

none 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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: 

none 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems 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 
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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? 

none 

 

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. 

 

1289



#7371 
 

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. 

 

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 
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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 
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. 

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. 

Fairly 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. 

none 

 

Tell us why 

none 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

none
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 less 

Water  

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

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: 

 

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: Manurewa 

 

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: 

Moving Aotearoa, Auckland, one box, each move contribution to the community, 
operations help out workers, family's out with jobs and money to keep moving forwards 
with life. A change won't be good and may or will affect everything. 

 

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 

 

1297



#7476 
 
Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have 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 

 

1298



#7476 
 
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? 

1300



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 way from 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: 
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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: Manurewa 

 

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 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? 

Seriously reduce staff especially managers and most of Auckland 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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Stick to core services like water, roading and rubbish collection. Stop telling us how to 
life our lives. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

the buses seem to be mostly empty, try investing in smaller buses 

 

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: 

don't use it and don't 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)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Ideally sell all the shares in Auckland Airport to pay down debit. The airport will still be 
there ;) 

 

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: 

councils are not good at running businesses. 

 

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: 

Seriously reduce stall, ATEED and Auckland Transport can go. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

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. 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? 

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 
and addressing local safety concerns 
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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 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. 

Very Important 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Not Important 
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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. 

I don't know 

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. 

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. 

core services, remove speed humps and 
restore speed limits as government has told 
you to do. 

 

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? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 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? 
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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? 

Stop spending on raised pedestrian crossings. 

STOP making single lanes, like at Osterley Way - removing parking and making the 
streets one way.  Stop removing left lane and making 2 lanes into 1, allow the traffic to 
flow. 

 

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: 

Do not transfer or sell these 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: 

I do not support council selling these assets. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

Don't invest in anything like this until you can provide proposals showing the proposed 
benefits and income potential 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: 
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Don't invest in anything like this until you can provide proposals showing the proposed 
benefits and income potential for the 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. 

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. 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 
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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? 

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. 
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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. 

 

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 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 
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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. 

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 

I think the priorities I ticked above are important.  

 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa 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: Manurewa 

 

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? 

Don’t increase rates every year. It’s getting very hard for us. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

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? 

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 

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). 

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. 

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? 

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 
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 
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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 most 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. 

Not 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? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development  

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? 

Happy to support actions that look after those who are more vulnerable in the 
community e,g, helping the homeless, people needing work and a living wage etc 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

•Don't support the focus on petty cuts such as to 'temporary traffic management' and 
removing raised crossings; and I think the terminology of 'gold-plated cycleways' is 
disingenous. The focus on improving roads for cars rather than pedestrians/cyclists will 
lead to more of the same that we already have - low quality urban design which 
everyone just wants to speed through. Traffic . We should be supporting active 
transport because its better for the environment, people's health and for a more 
beautiful, safe city.  •Instead of a focus on bus lanes for rapid transit, we should focus 
on light rail down existing streets as done a lot in Europe and Australia. Bus lanes 
aren't as attractive to commuters as light rail which also has greater carrying capacity. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

•Rapid transit with light rail.  •Quality streetscapes to encourage walking and cycling 
and make our city more beautiful and attractive to live in (as opposed to a high speed 
environment to speed through) •off-road cycleways a •Pedestrian, cyclist and road 
worker safety. •Support for investigating options to entice more people out of cars. 
•Support for a congestion charge without further investigation of its desirability - there's 
already been tonnes of studies - just do it.  A congestion charge could be used to fund 
more appropriate transport options (public transport, walking and cycling) 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Spend less on optimising the road network because congestion is the friend of more 
appropriate travel options like walking, cycling, and public transport. 

 

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: 

Happy that the AIAL shares aren't a strategic asset aligned with outcomes sought by 
the council - but a future fund would be more aligned. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Manurewa 

 

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 
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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. 

I don't know 

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. 

Mountfort park - only develop a masterplan 
if you have funding available to implement. 
Don't do it if only using to advocate for 
funds for the park development. 

 

Tell us why 

Should include some more focus around natural environment initiatives 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa 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: Manurewa 

 

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 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? 

Wasting money on things that don't need working on. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Dynamic lanes just make traffic worse. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Better linking transports 

 

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: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 
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Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

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. 

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, 

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? 

Manurewa,Papakura 

 

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 
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. 
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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? 

I 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 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly Important 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

Fairly Important 
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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. 

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? 
 

Papakura Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Papakura in 2024/2025? 

I support most 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. 

Fairly Important 

We will continue to support Māori-led 
initiatives and aspirations with Mātauranga 

Fairly Important 
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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. 

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. 

Fairly Important 

We will continue to support the Takanini 
Business Association in their Business 
Improvement District (BID) establishment. 

Fairly Important 

Papakura has a talented and culturally rich 
community, and we will continue to 
showcase this through the community arts 
programme. 

Not Important 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Papakura 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: Manurewa 

 

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 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? 

Action  and Listen- actually following through with what was proposed and listening to 
the public that utilize 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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Talking and assuming.... or randomly changing things that are working 

 

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? 

Traffic cameras for journey, cameras that fine bikes for not using the bike lanes and 
should get a licence plate registered with user. More qccessible use of public transport 
to the disabled and elderly. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Bike lanes 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,Change the operational management,Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Does it really need a face lift? Will it increase revenue based on usage? What about 
traffic for the locals during events? Consider the small inconveniences to the locals 
and majority if large events happen... traffic is bad enough just getting to 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)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 
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Need more clarification in black and white. 

 

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 AFF just doesn't sound right 

 

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 
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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). 

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. 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. 

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? 

Manurewa,Papakura 

 

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. 

 

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? 

Fairly 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 
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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. 

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? 
 

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? 
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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. 

Fairly 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. 

Very 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. 

Not Important 

Papakura has a talented and culturally rich 
community, and we will continue to 
showcase this through the community arts 
programme. 

Fairly Important 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Papakura 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: Manurewa 

 

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 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? 

There is a growing young population, you as Council need to do more. This could be 
done through other revenue raising ideas and not just rates. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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You need to be more creative in revenue generation and pay less for salaries for 
councillors 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

That's a huge budget - who benefits? are there smaller companies who will win some 
of these opportunities? 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

better more efficient transport - especially for growing South Auckland 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

your cars going around the city giving out tickets 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

no idea doesn’t affect me 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

proceed but be transparent what the money is spent on 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

council can help to create more jobs at the ports 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

we need council to continue to invest in parks and upgrade park equipment, surely this 
money could be used for that immediately, not in the far future 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

that you actually listen to our feedback 

 

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: 

make money from the ports 

 

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: 

make money from the ports 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems 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 

I don't know 
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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? 

you always hit the taxpayer hard 

 

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 
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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. 

 

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. 

 

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. 

Fairly Important 

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. 

Very Important 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

I don't know 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

I don't know 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

there are too many statues around the 
place, we need play equipment so the arts 
of less importance to me 

 

Tell us why 

stay youth focused as there are a lot of youth 

 
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? 

youth focus and use the collective brains of council to look at income generating 
activities that don't always rely on the tax payer
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

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? 

I am not prepared to pay more rates 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

less bike lanes 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

a lot of money for this 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

better local transport 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

bike lanes and speed bumps 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

not my area 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

you might sell it to other people overseas 
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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: 

our boys work there so make more jobs 

 

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: 

it's money for more parks 

 

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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

use the money to make more jobs 

 

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: 

use money to make jobs 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems 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. 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. 

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? 

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. 
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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. 

 

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 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 
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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. 

Fairly 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. 

Very Important 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

I don't know 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

I don't know 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

focus on all parks 

 

Tell us why 

focus on things for young people 

 
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
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Better and more reliable public transport that is functional and inexpensive (relatively).  
Light rail is a good idea, but tunneling underground is way too costly. 

I submit that the proposed option to pay less and do less will detrimentally impact the 
play, active recreation and sport sector. 
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I submit that the Central proposal for the overall direction of Council’s Long-term Plan 
appropriately balance rates rises with service delivery. 

I submit that the Central proposal for Parks and Community will continue to provide a 
better outcome for the sport and recreation sector. 

I support the following aspects of the consultation: 

· I support retaining the Sport and Recreation Facilities Investment Fund and the 
strongly support the proposal for $35 million of additional funding being added to the 
Fund. 

· I propose that Council refines the criteria of the Sport and Recreation Facilities 
Investment Fund to make the additional funding non-contestable. 

· I propose that the additional $35 million funding is used to fund a range of community 
sport and recreation facilities including, but not limited to, indoor sports facilities. 

· I advocate for the retention of the Sport and Recreation Facilities Operating Grant 
and ask consideration for an increase to the Grant. 

· I support Council seeking changes to the law relating to development contributions to 
enable Council to adequately recover the costs of growth and to use development 
contributions to fund community sport and recreation facilities. 

· I support a review of costs and contractual structure for maintenance on parks and 
open spaces, specifically for sports fields. 

· I advocate for community use of schools and that consideration given to the co-
development of schools with Auckland Council to include publicly accessible sport and 
recreation facilities. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Fewer speed bumps- a local street now has 11 of them in 1km of road.  Could have 
been just as effective with half of them for half the cost. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 
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Big supporter of the first two bullet points.  I would want to see more information about 
the 3rd, and which projects are being halted- there are some in council and in the 
public debate that are vehemently anti-cycling without good reason. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Cycleways are important- if we want to get people out of their cars, we have to provide 
viable alternatives.  Public transport is a big one, but walk/scooter/bike is part of the 
equation as well. 

 

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 live in South Auckland, so it's hard to say how it should be used better.  From what 
I've seen, it isn't used all that much. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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 airport is profitable and makes money for council, but diversifying the investment 
seems like a good idea. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 
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Tell us here: 

In the long term I would like to see the port moved out of downtown 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: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

Support 
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increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

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: Manurewa 

 

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 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? 

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: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems 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. 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? 

Papakura 

 

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. 

Very 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 
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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 

 
7c. What do you think of the Papakura 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: Manurewa 

 

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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Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

bus lanes are being put in areas that people will still not be using the service more. Car 
lanes are still be required but bas lanes are being put there instead creating traffic 
chaos 

 

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 

 

Tell us here: 

1376



#8035 
 
 

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: 

spend it on keeping our communities safe and clean 

 

4d. Do you have 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 
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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. 

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? 

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 
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. 
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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? 

I support most priorities 
 

 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

Fairly 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 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly 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 
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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. 

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? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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  

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? 

reduce the number of speed bumps on the same street. Far too many speed bumps 
that are close together and are a waste of money. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

To be honest, I don't know. 

 

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: 

I don't understand. This is the first time hearing about these plans, and these sorts of 
discussions or plans are not exposed or shown enough to people of my age group. 

 

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: 

 

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. 

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. 

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, 
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? 

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 
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. 

 

1386



#8134 
 

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 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly 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 
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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. 

Not Important 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

I don't know 

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? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support 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 on alcohol tax or prices and smokes / vapes 

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 fuel tax 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Alcohol 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Tax / fuel 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

Waste of 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: 

 

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? 

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 

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). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid 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. 

Do not 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? 

Devonport-Takapuna,Howick,Manurewa,Ōrākei 

 

Devonport-Takapuna Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Devonport-Takapuna in 
2024/2025? 

I don't know 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

Progress the detailed business case and 
delivery of a new library and community 
hub in Takapuna. 

Very Important 

Complete the Devonport-Takapuna Local 
Parks Management Plan that will guide 
decisions on the use and management of 
our parks and open spaces. 

Very Important 

Implement priority actions from the 
Devonport Takapuna Ethnic Plan. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to build relationships with Iwi and 
Mataawaka to promote projects of interest 
to Māori including the restoration and 
improvement of Te Uru Tapu. 

Fairly Important 

1393



#8139 
 

Invest in the delivery of key events in our 
town centres to support local businesses 
and showcase our area to visitors and 
locals alike. 

Fairly Important 

Continue to renew and improve community 
facilities including the playground at Achilles 
Reserve and toilets and changing facilities 
at Becroft Park. 

Fairly Important 

Continue support of our valued art partners 
who provide a wide range of programmes, 
exhibitions and live productions and 
performances. 

Fairly Important 

Tell us why 

7c. What do you think of the Devonport-Takapuna proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

 

Hibiscus and Bays Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Hibiscus and Bays in 2024/2025? 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 

 

Support the development of community led 
resilience networks in our area, so our 
community and organisations will know who 
does what, where to get information and 
how to help, including in emergencies. 

 

Support and advocate for further protection 
of our sea, soil and fresh water from 
contamination and sedimentation through 
methods such as re-naturalisation, or 
daylighting. 
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Engage with our community and key 
stakeholders, including mana whenua, on 
the future uses of our undeveloped 
reserves, and older established ones, 
including investigation of cost-effective 
options for other informal recreation and 
play in these areas. 

 

Continue to support activities that promote 
vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity 
in our area, such as events, festivals, and 
other shared experiences in our public 
spaces for all. 

 

Continue to renew and enhance the paths 
network (greenways) to create a safer, off 
road, well-connected networks for active 
modes of transport. 

 

Tell us why 

 
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. 

Fairly Important 

Review and refresh the Howick Tourism 
Plan. 

Fairly Important 
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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 
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 
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? 

 

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? 
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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 
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? 
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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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Maungakiekie-Tāmaki Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tāmaki in 
2024/2025? 

 

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. 

 

Building the capacity and capability of local 
community and sporting groups towards 
long-term sustainable funding models and 
independence through our strategic 
partnerships programme. 

 

Empowering community groups and 
organisations to deliver community events 
through sustainable funding models. 

 

Collaborate with mana whenua and 
neighbouring local boards to protect and 
restore our waterways through Tāmaki 
Estuary Environmental Forum and 
Manukau Harbour Forum. 

 

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). 

 

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. 
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Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 
 

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 

I support most priorities 
 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Assess the reactivation of facilities at 
Tagalad Reserve and work towards 
providing access for the community. 

Not 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 

Not Important 
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parks and urban forests, and support other 
environmental activities, for example, the 
Environmental Forum. 

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. 

Not 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. 

 

 
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? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development 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? 

Libraries, parks, water 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Bicycle lanes, not needed in specific areas 

 

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)? 

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? 

 

Tell us 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? 

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 

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? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

Tax , Fuel 

 

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? 

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 

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. 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 
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? 

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 
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 
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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 
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 
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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? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do 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? 

Number 1 problem is efficient public transport. That’s where the resources should 
concentrate.  

Some roads are being built and then rebuilt to fix the previous built. Do it right the first 
time. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Arts 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Anything that could be done to improve transport system is good. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Railway line in North shore. 

 

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 

 

Tell us why: 

No need for another stadium. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 
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Just my guess. 

 

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: 

Auckland council need cash and cash is king to further develop 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: 

Use the funds to develop Auckland. 

 

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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Do not know enough. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 
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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. 
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? 

None 

 

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. 
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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. 

 

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 
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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 
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. 

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. 

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? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland City Council,  

I am writing to you in regards to Question 1b. What would you like Auckland Council to 
do more or less of - as a member of the Auckland Rugby League community to 
express my support for the proposed increase in funding through the Sport and 
Recreation Facilities Investment Fund (SRFIF) as outlined in Auckland Council’s Long-

1421



#8231 
 

term Plan 2024-2034. This initiative holds enormous importance for the future 
trajectory of our beloved sport and the well-being of our communities.  

As someone deeply rooted in Auckland Rugby League, I have witnessed firsthand the 
pivotal role our sport plays in fostering resilience, and a sense of belonging. It is with 
great pride that I have observed the remarkable growth in participation, particularly 
within the girls and women's segments. The surge in female involvement underscores 
the demand for inclusive facilities for all members of our community to engage in 
Rugby League.  

However, with this increase in participation comes an urgent need for facilities that can 
adequately accommodate our expanding community of players. Access to well-
equipped community clubrooms, female-specific changing facilities, sand-carpeted 
fields, and floodlit lighting is crucial in ensuring the safety and enjoyment of our 
participants.  

The proposed increase in capital funding for sport and recreation through the SRFIF is 
a commendable step towards addressing the infrastructure gap that our sport currently 
faces. By directing resources towards facilities that cater to the diverse needs of our 
growing participant base, we can continue uphold Rugby League as a dynamic and 
inclusive sport accessible to all Aucklanders.  

I wish to offer my appreciation to Auckland Council for its ongoing support of Rugby 
League within Auckland and I am confident that with together we can continue to 
positively impact the lives of our participants and enrich the sporting landscape of our 
city. Thank you for considering my perspective on this matter.  

Kindest regards,  

Tina Thompson 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 
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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)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 
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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. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
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? 

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? 
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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 
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? 
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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. 

Fairly 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. 

We are blessed with a very passionate and 
active locals board. They want what’s best 
for our community and can be seen getting 
amongst the community all year round so 
they have my support. 

 

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? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support 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 and bike lanes. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Hosting events, building stadiums, 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Coming from chch where it was safe to bike, Auckland needs more separate bike 
lanes. I disagree with stopping previously planned cycleways. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Public transport - cycleways, trains, busses. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Anything which helps cars ;) 

 

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: 

Selling land is very short term - it will be impossible to ever get it back for future 
generations. If some is sold every time there is a funding crunch then within another 
hundred years the council will have 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)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 
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Tell us why: 

Auckland airport should be managed for the benefit of Aucklanders; if it is privatised it 
will try to extract as much money from Aucklanders as possible. As a monopoly. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

self insurance seems fine for climate related things (since on average the insurance 
company will always win) but for anything else it seems way too risky - coming from 
chch where the basic infrastructure was underinsured and resulted in a lot of pain 
post-earthquake. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 
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5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

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. I don't know 
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

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? 

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? 
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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 
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 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: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community 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? 

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? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

N/A 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

N/A 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

N/A 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

N/A 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 

N/A 
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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: 

N/A 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

N/A 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

N/A 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

N/A 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 
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Tell us why: 

N/A 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems 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. 

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? 

N/A 

 

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. 
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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. 

 

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 
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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. 

Fairly 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. 

N/A 

 

Tell us why 

They are great. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

N/A
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 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? 

Focus more on the outcome rather than the process. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Employ people who are more pragmatic and who understand how business is done 
rather be risk averse and bureaucratic. 

 

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? 

Gold plated solutions. Raised crossings and cycle projects are worthwhile and can be 
more cheaply implemented. It should be noted they are frequently used to deliver other 
transport infrastructure making them more expensive. 

 

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: 

As long as the fund is ring fenced ok. In similar situations funds have grown provided 
opportunities to invest in infrastructure and financial resilience. The risk is that it’s seen 
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as a future cash cow to be over-milked. I am assuming the fund managers fees will 
measured on a performance pain /gain basis. 

 

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 think you will get a better return on investment 

 

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: 

Move the whole port if you are going to do anything 

 

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. 

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? 

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. 
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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. 

 

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 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 
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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. 

Fairly Important 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

I don't know 

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. 

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? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Better public transport and safer, more friendly streets in South Auckland 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? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

More connections between CBD and South Auckland suburbs 

 

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: 

 

1450



#8290 
 
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? 

Other 

 

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). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid 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 
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? 

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 
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 
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7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I 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 
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. 

Fairly 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 
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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 

Please priortise safer streets espically around transport centres 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Public transport use in south Auckland Manurewa is extremely unsafe even during day 
time for a uni  female student like me!
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

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,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

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 

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. 

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? 

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 
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? 
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I support most priorities 
 

 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

Fairly 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 
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. 

Not 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. 

Not Important 
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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? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 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? 

remove speed bumps on all main roads 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

stop wasting money on cycle lanes that no one uses especially around Manukau 
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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? 

removing all raised pedestrian crossings on main & feeder roads 

 

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 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: 

hopefully use the lease moneys to reduce rates increases 

 

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 
the protection of native ecosystems 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. 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? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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  

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? 

Increase the AT bus frequency by introducing mini buses . Dedicated Non stop bus 
services from point to point . For ex. direct non stop bus from Manurewa to Auckland 
city hospital 

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? 

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: 
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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. 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? 

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 
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. 
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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? 

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. 

Very 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 
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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. 

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? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do 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? 

restore Stjames Theatre, secure  and fund western springs stadium as home of 
speedway or fully fund new build at Colin Dale Park, get a herd of elephants for zoo, 
railway to airport via Mangere, all - weather athletic track and international indoor 
wooden Velodrome at Manukau Sports Bowl more parking enforcement and public 
Transport ticket inspectors, fund upgrade to Waikaraka speedwaty track 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

no social welfare stuff except in Civil Defence emergency 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I consider we have a very basic Bus network - no more cuts. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Anti JUmp gates and higher fences at Railway Stations and Ferry Terminals . extend 
NX 1 bus to Warkworth and discontinue 995 route.  passengers  can transfer to /from/ 
between NX1 0996/997/998 

 

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: 

return stadium precinct to community trust. close upper deck of grandstand new roof 
over lower seating bowl. re-establish embankment opposite. Make it North Harbour's 
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 
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Tell us why: 

don't sell to China 

 

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: 

don't sell to china 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Auckland future fund is a good idea 

 

4d. Do you have 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: 

more waterfront space now 
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5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

it is necessary to have the industrial port as is where is - no further expansion of 
wharves or reclamation 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems 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. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin 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? 

Manurewa,Ōtara-Papatoetoe,Papakura 

 

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? 
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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 
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 most priorities 
 

 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly 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. 

Masterplan for Mountfort Park Essential 

 

Tell us why 

Where is the fit for purpose performing arts Centre and "town Hall' - build it by Library 

 
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? 

so what about the all weather athletic track at the sports bowl and an international 
standard velodrome there as well 

 

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 

Very Important 
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pond and are looking at further work that 
can be done in this area. 

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 

too often arts are the orphan child of council funding 

 
7c. What do you think of the Papakura proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

a new updated masterplan for Massey Park and Mansell field ids long overdue 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Homelessness 

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? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Because the public transport system is flawed at the moment. The speed could be 
faster, the vehicles could be cleaner etc. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

The cleaners and more vehicles. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

N/A 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

Because I see no problem with 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: 

Because it decreases the risk within owning the 11% share. With diversifying the 
share, it puts varying levels of risk across the board, lessening the chance of losing 
mass amounts of money. 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

I agree with the proposal, but not with the 35 years, as that amount of time is too long. 
It would be more effective with a time period of 10 years to account for unforeseen 
circumstances. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

I don’t know 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

I do not 

 

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 believe the possibilities are too vast to invest in this proposal. 

 

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: 

Because there isn’t anything prominently wrong with how things are done 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 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

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 do not 

 

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. 
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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. 

 

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 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. 

Fairly Important 
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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. 

Fairly Important 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

I don't know 

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. 

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. 

I don’t know 

 

Tell us why 

I don’t know 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

I do not have any further comments
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 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? 

Homelessness. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I support the proposal to improve public transport. However, I do not support the 
stopping of pedestrian crossing and cycle lanes. Being from Manurewa, pedestrian 
safety is terrible with accidents happening all the time. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

More frequent busses and trains. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Roads. We don't need more lanes on the motorway. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

I am from Manurewa. I do not care about this. It does not impact me and I don't see 
how redeveloping the stadium will produce more tangible benefits after cost. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 

Don't sell ALL the Airport shares but diversification is good. 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves but decrease the period 
of lease to 10 years. I fear a 35 year lease will be too long and I bring up the case of 
Chicago and their parking meters:  

"After due diligence so cursory as to not deserve the name, Chicago agreed to sell a 
75-year lease on its parking meter system for just $1.16 billion. Within a few years, the 
city had spent that money, and sharply jacked up parking rates, as required in the 
deal." 

A 35 year lease is too long and much can happen in 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? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

A mixture of both to ensure future fiscal security and current investment into our 
communities. 

 

4d. Do you have 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 don't care for purchasing the wharves for residential and commercial developments. 
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5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin 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? 

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? 
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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 
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? 
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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. 

Fairly 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 

I support. 

 
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? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 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? 

Making Auckland Transport more efficient, reliable and accessible including making it 
free or heavily subsidised for users. 

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 city centre development 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I prioritise public transport over private transport. It is better for the environment and 
community to have a comprehensive public transport system and as a young student 
this would help immensely with commuting. 

 

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? 
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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? 

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 

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. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

I don't know 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

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 
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? 

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. 

Fairly 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 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly Important 
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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. 

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. 

Very Important 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

Creative arts and community hubs are 
critical sites for youth development and 
expression. Having more avenues for this 
will create huge benefits for youth mental 
and overall well-being as positive outlets for 
energy and spaces for community building. 

 

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? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Less poor management and half-projects. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I am pleased that the light rail is not moving forward. I hope this plan to not build a light 
rail continues due to its waste of money. A particular waste of money when we have 
poor, unreliable public transport. Pupils transport reliablity is key. No excuses should 
be made about heated tracks, rain, a rail NZ “issue”. These excuses are not valid and 
are a result of poor planning, management and oversight. More communication and 
cohesion between the bodies that make up Auckland Transport is urgently needed. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

More money on creating infrastructure that will last and will not need to be replaced or 
fixed. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Raised pedestrian crossings and multiple small roundabouts are not economically 
necessary. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

Reselling of land is not a good option when we are pouring funding and development 
into North Harbour Stadium. We will need that land and selling it would be a bigot to 
future development limits. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 

Anything around climate change action needs to be explained in detail. Good, 
thorough plans must be in place 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

We can’t predict what the world will be like in the future in terms of exports (especially 
oil as we will see this running out in the next century). Full use of our Port is important 
for New Zealand trade and governship. A lease of a much shorter duration (5 years) 
would be alright as a trial period, but committing to something for 35 years is not 
smart. 

 

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: 
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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). 

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. 

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. 

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? 

Water (WQTR) and nature (NETR) proposals. Waters and nature must be protected. 
New Zealand is beautiful and we have to act well to protect it. Looking at stream health 
from the National Policy Statement for Freshwater Management 2020, we need to 
have actual actions in place for stream MCI measurements as this is what determines 
the health of streams. Nitrate concentrations of streams to do depict what is actually 
happening in terms of a stream’s health. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

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. 

 

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. 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 
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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 
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. 

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. 

Fairly 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. 

Youth development is key. They are the 
future and we must set them up for 
greatness. The local youth council is vital at 
reaching youth in this community. 
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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? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Keep funding youth councils! 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Anything to do with public recreational activities. These normally end up getting broken 
in some sort. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Public transport is very important to our community, as it is used by a wide range of 
people to do many things. 

 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Youth councils. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Anything to do with public recreational activities. These normally end up getting broken 
in some sort. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

This is most likely to cost a lot of money. This could be contributed to other things that 
are more in need for people right 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 
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Tell us why: 

The councils help our communities move forward, and improve our lives in a long time 
way. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

Lease it for 10 years, because 35 years is too long. 

 

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: 

We would like to use the money to fund public transport. 

 

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? 

I don't know 

 

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: 

Ferries are a useful way of transportation. They also provide jobs. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems 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. 

 

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 

I don't know 
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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? 

The more you get paid the higher your taxes should be to help the flow of money 
continues throughout Auckland. :) 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Māngere-Ōtāhuhu,Manurewa,Ōtara-Papatoetoe,Papakura 

 

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. 

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 are all important to us. We would like 
to support our community😄 

Tell us why 

We aren’t sure. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 
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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 
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. 

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. 

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. 

We love polyfest and our community. 
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Tell us why 

We think that these priorities are quite important to us, as they relate to a lot our 
cultural aspects. 

 
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 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. 

 

I don't know 

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. 

 

I don't know 

Identify and promote ‘Play advocacy’ for 
local opportunities in projects that can 

I don't know 
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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. 

 

I don't know 

Explore options for ways of delivering 
increased local economic outcomes for 
small to large businesses. 

I don't know 

Tell us why 

This isn’t our local board, and doesn’t apply to us. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Ōtara-Papatoetoe proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

This isn’t our local board, and doesn’t apply to us. 

 

Papakura Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Papakura in 2024/2025? 

I don't know 

 

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. 

I don't know 

We will continue to support Māori-led 
initiatives and aspirations with Mātauranga 

I don't know 
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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. 

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. 

I don't know 

We will continue to support the Takanini 
Business Association in their Business 
Improvement District (BID) establishment. 

I don't know 

Papakura has a talented and culturally rich 
community, and we will continue to 
showcase this through the community arts 
programme. 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why 

This isn’t our local board, and doesn’t apply to us. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Papakura proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 

This isn’t our local board, and doesn’t apply to us. 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

There should be funding for long term sustainable  plans that help future generations. 

There should also be a long term plan to help less privileged communities such as 
Maori and Polynesian communities.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

Safety of our bus drivers who are vulnerable to the degenerates of our society.  

How can we fix the constant disruptions to our train service? Millions spent on the 
electric rail, upgrading train stations - yet still under delivering. Inferior quality of 
engineering, design and execution. The last upgrade to our rail tracks were done 
incorrectly and now need to be redone - prime example of wasted dollars. 

 

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: 

Such a large piece of underutilized land, which could be redeveloped for better use by 
the North Shore Community - i agree. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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? 

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. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

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? 

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 
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? 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly Important 
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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. 

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. 

Fairly 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 

Good focus on the youth and crime prevention. I've lived in Manurewa all my 50 years 
and have seen the decline of what a vibrant and beautiful area it once was. Time to re-
evaluate the dynamics of Manurewa today and focus on supporting the community. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa 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: Manurewa 

 

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? 

bring back the old recycling rubbish collection to clear junk from our households 
regardless of what the junk is.  The one that is done once a year.  Not the new one that 
is currently being done its not working people are now illegally dumping causing more 
cost to council to clear away anyway. 
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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? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

it depends on the cost of the capped transport weekly passes.  Also will the dynamic 
lanes benefit the few and not the majority due to costs involved in using these lanes?? 
Raised Pedestrian crossings and cycle lanes are for health and safety reasons which 
are beneficial and now you want to drop the raised initiatives. 

 

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 was leaning towards the redeveloping of the stadium precinct but not too sure about 
selling some of the precinct land. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 
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Why would we want to have our shares sold??  Why would we relinquish the 
ownership of the AIAL which is an important entity in Auckland and should be owned 
by Auckland local bodies and not foreigners or whoever the shares are sold to. 

 

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: 

improved profitability and more dividends to council should enable the council to be 
able to set lower interest rates that are beneficial for all the 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 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have 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: 

Management needs to  be on point for this to work and in order so that something else 
can be done that provides public benefit such as cheaper land rates etc.. 
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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). 

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 

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. 

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? 

Manurewa 

 

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. 

Fairly 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. 

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? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do 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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Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

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: 

Not enough time has been given to look into and research the information discussed in 
this survey. 

 

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: 

All the operations from the Ports of Auckland should still be sufficient to enable to 
provide public benefit in reduction of rates, public transport costs, climate changes 
etc..... 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 

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. 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? 

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 
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. 
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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? 

I 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. 

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 
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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. 

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? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I believe that cycle ways need to be an intrinsic part of any transportation strategy and 
plan. They provide a safe place for cyclists to travel without some of the thoughtless 
and dangerous driving that they currently face. If we want to improve the health 
outcomes for our young Rangatahi they should be able to cycle safely in the city they 
live in 

 

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: 

I don’t like the attitude of some councilors especially the current mayor who seems to 
believe that they can decide what is of value and what isn’t. The stadium was built by 
the people of the North Shore and became the Auckland City Councils by default when 
we were forced into joining the Super City. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 

They aren’t yours to sell they belong to the council by default again by the Super City 
decision which was decided by the city but by Government. Every council except 
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Manukau had sold most of their share Manukau hadn’t. How much benefit has 
Manukau even seen from the partial sale? 

 

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: 

Not in flavour of allowing a foreign country to decide the future direction of the port 
possibly doing environmental damage or being involved in the same, taking most of 
the profits away from Auckland and 35 years later p…..ing off citing all care no 
responsibility. Also bringing in their own workers, eroding the working conditions of 
workers and last but not least where are they going to live with housing at premium 
prices and shortages of housing stock. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 
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5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll 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. 

Do not support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Do not support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

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. 

 

1553



#9049 
 
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: Manurewa 

 

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 continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems 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,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 
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? 
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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: Manurewa 

 

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 As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

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? 

1561



#9112 
 
 

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: Manurewa 

 

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? 

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 

1567



#9147 
 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
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,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 
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? 
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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: Manurewa 

 

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? 

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 

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. 

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,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 
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? 

1575



#9199 
 

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: Manurewa 

 

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? 

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. 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,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 
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? 
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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: Manurewa 

 

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? 

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. 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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Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate - Support. 

 

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. 

 

 

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 
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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 

 
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? 

1588



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

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: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

No 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Fresh thinking could present as yet unseen opportunities. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 

Shares in Auckland Airport should remain in the hands of the council. 

 

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: 

No. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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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. 

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? 

Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate - I don't know. 

No. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

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: Manurewa 

 

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? 

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. 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,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. 

 

 

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. 
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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 

 
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: Manurewa 

 

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? 

No. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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No. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Auckland transport is heavy, so this can help improve. 

 

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? 

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? 

1601



#9308 
 

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: 

Future Funds 

 

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? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Other 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

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 Rate - Support. 

No. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

All about the future.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

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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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. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
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from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid 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? 

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 
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? 
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I support most priorities 
 

 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly Important 

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. 

Fairly Important 
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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? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

Larger compost bins 

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: 

Keep cycleways. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

crossing more on safety 

 

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: 

Short term/ need long term vision keep our assets. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

1613



#9334 
 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

- 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 
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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). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid 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? 

Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate - Support. 

No. 

 

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. 

 

1616



#9334 
 

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. 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 
 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

No.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

I don’t know 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water 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? 

No. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Stop worrying about Maori names and do more useful things 💀 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

As someone who uses public transport everyday to get to school, this is really useful. 

 

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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Ion kno 💀💀 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 

 

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. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

Support 
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

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? 

Support all 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? 

no 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Only if options haven't been explored already. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 

Remain the same if it works. 

 

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: 

Always think of the future for our next generations. 

 

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: 

Change for the future. 

 

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. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

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? 

Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate - Support. 

No. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

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: Manurewa 

 

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? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 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 thank you 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

No thank you 
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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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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 less 

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? 

No thank you 

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 thank you 

 

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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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

Comfortable chairs on bus and trains. Plus not enough seats during peak hours. 
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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? 

Public transport 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Public transport 

 

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: 

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? 

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. 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 

1643



#9579 
 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract 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? 

Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate - I don't know 

No 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Improve public transport around. 

AT hop cards.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community 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 

 

1647



#9601 
 
businesses and raises the share paid 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: Manurewa 

 

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 more 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

No. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Less road works. 
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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? 

No. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Not sure but fuel prices should decrease. 

 

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? 

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? 

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. 

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). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid 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 

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? 

Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate - I don't know. 

No. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Manurewa 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 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? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do 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 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. 

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 

1664



#9645 
 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
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. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin 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? 

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 
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 
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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 
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 
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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. 

I think these are ALL Key Areas that need to 
be effective in our community and be put to 
good positive use. 

 

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? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

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: 

Auckland population is growing and needs better transportation to accommodate the 
demand. 

 

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: 

better use of stadium to benefit 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)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

not sure 
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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: 

no feed back 

 

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: 

keep the way it is 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 
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Tell us why: 

- 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

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 
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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? 

 

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: Manurewa 

 

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? 

1677



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Composting bigger bins like the same bins as the red or yellow bins but with a green 
lid. This can be for gardening and food. Like Christchurch. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

need to keep cycleways etc. 

raised crossing is waste, don't need it. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

light rail for our city. Airport train loop. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Raised crossing at lights etc for pedestrians. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

Selling the short-term vision is why stadium not attracting the major events. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 
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You are just going to sell our Auckland international Airport Limited (AIAL) shares to 
your rich mates, no this is a short-sighted approach to solve our debt problem. Come 
up with a different solution. 

 

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? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Turn it into shops/ cafes etc. 

 

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. 

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 
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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? 

Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rates - Support 

 

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. 
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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. 

 

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 
 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

I would just like Auckland Council to do their job properly.  I don't agree with the rates 
structure and am happy to pay 7.5% for 3 years for better 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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Very hard for them to do less than they are doing now. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Auckland has to get moving and not in cars so public infrastructure needs to be vastly 
improved so that it is reliable.  I don't understand the logic behind capping weekly 
transport passes.  How will that save money? 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

All the transport plans need more investment. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Road humps which slow everything down including ambulances and fire engines. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

Auckland Council is not in a position to spend money on any facilities are good for 
purpose at present.  It needs to get its priorities right. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 

They are not Auckland Council's to sell in the first place and any gain from them should 
go to South Auckland which desperately needs help.  This is short term gain and 
foolhardy. These shares are investments for the future and pay annual dividends.  
Selling them would remove this bonus.  It is asset stripping. 

 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

Again, this is asset stripping and extremely short sighted.  Dividends and profits are 
received annually and this should continue.  I don't think that an Auckland Future Fund 
is viable at the moment.  Clean up today's mess first. 

 

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: 

POAL appear to be efficient at present so why change things. I would rather see the 
port moved to a move suitable place and the land remaining to be used for 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? 
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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: 

There could be wonderful facilities in this area and it is the gateway to our beautiful 
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: 

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 

Support 

1687



#9788 
 
reduce the 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. 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? 

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. 

 

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. 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 
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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. 

Fairly 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. 

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. 

Not 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. 

I would just like my Local Board to do 
something useful somewhere.  Our Youth 
and older people should be priority not 
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vanity projects.  Lots of useless words and 
no action as far as I can see. 

 

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? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Need more chairs at the bus stops in Manurewa. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

No. I don't pay rates. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Don’t support any of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Use money to help sickly and elderly. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

More chairs on Mahia Road bus stops 

 

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: 

For the young ones. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

Don't sell to overseas buyer. But keep for kiwi sale if you have to sell. 

 

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: 

Makes money 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

Because our younger generation need parks, sports grounds, netball, rugby. 

 

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: 

Wasting money to change. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 
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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? 

Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate - Do not support. 

Support the schools. 

Don't increase rates. 

 

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. 
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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. 

 

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 do not support most priorities 
 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

We are looking forward to the young people taking over because we won't be here 
forever, so we need things for them, so they don't suffer.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 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. 
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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: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support 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? 

Make transport faster 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Getting rid of the child fares 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I'd like faster transport, as i am a student 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

No 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Yes, transport for students 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

I don't 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)? 

 

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? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Build up not out 

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 traffic restrictions 

 

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)? 

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: 

Move it. 

 

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). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

Do not support 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 
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Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Franklin 

 

Franklin Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Franklin in 2024/2025? 

I support most 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. 

Fairly Important 

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 

Fairly Important 
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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). 

Very Important 

Develop “Franklin Community Occupancy 
Guidelines” to inform decisions on council-
owned facility leases, including leasing 
charges. 

Not Important 

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. 

Not Important 

Progress the development and delivery of 
the Franklin Paths Programme. 

Very Important 

Deliver a refreshed approach to enabling 
young people in Franklin to access services 
and participate in their communities. 

Very Important 

Progress a Pukekohe Cemetery memorial 
project that acknowledges the unmarked 
graves at the site. 

Not Important 

 

 
Tell us why 

 

7c. What do you think of the Franklin proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-
2034? 

Dont know 

 

Do you have any additional thoughts on the proposed Franklin Paths Targeted Rate? 

What is a path? 
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As our local board area is so large, please tell us where you live so we can better 
understand the views from different communities 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

Keeping young people active is critical, more sporting venues. specifically indoor 
basketball stadium, is critical, the sport is in massive growth phase and is low impact 
high health benefit activity. 

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? 

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 

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). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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? 

Manurewa 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

I don't know 

 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly Important 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

I don't know 

Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

Fairly 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? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community 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? 
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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? 

Improvement of Rail services for a more reliable, efficient and modern form of public 
transportation. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems 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. 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? 

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 
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. 
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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? 

I 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. 

Very Important 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly 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 
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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. 

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? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

Reduce staffing and council vehicles  

Accountability and Justification  

Control funding to contractors 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Cut spending on parks and reserves overspending by Auckland Transport water care 
and other entities. Like unnecessary underground tunnel going to western springs utter 
waste. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Because of poor planning over decorating and real problems are not dealt properly ie 
Tip Top coner by now should have had 3 lanes each side 2 Roscommon Road to 
Weymouth Road crossing over the Weymouth inlet going across to Karaka should 
have been done 20 years ago. Who's got the balls to this 2 proposed project? 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

As above 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Decorations 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

Shut stadium down demolish redevelop into residential or industrial this will earn 
money for council. 
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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 is far to expensive to visit and forever developing cost too much as a 
rate payer it should cost us less to visit.. Sell it. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

Port of Auckland should be moved to Whangrei except the touring ship wharfe No 35 
year leasing, traping council in binding lease for far too long. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

To reduce the rates increase. 

Earn and spend straight away is the best policy build on it 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

Worry about today who has seen the future start building it now 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

Too close to the city center it should go 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

Same as above it should go, out of service.  Eye sore in front of the city 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems 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 

Do not support 
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reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

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? 

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. 

 

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. 

 

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 
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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. 

Very 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. 

Very 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. 

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. 

Too socialist 

1733



#10032 
 
 

Tell us why 

Regulate the unitary plan which is destroying the neighborhood like mad. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 
2024-2034? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

My question where is the money from New developments residential and industrial 
plus the population growth is going?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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: 

 

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? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

Do not support 
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we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Do not support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Do not support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

Do not support 

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? 

Franklin 

 

Franklin Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Franklin in 2024/2025? 

I do not support most 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. 

Fairly Important 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Support environmental and cultural 
restoration programmes in partnership with 
Iwi including Te Kete Rukuruku (place 
naming) and Te Korowai Papatuuaanuku 
(environmental restoration). 

Not Important 
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Develop “Franklin Community Occupancy 
Guidelines” to inform decisions on council-
owned facility leases, including leasing 
charges. 

Not Important 

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. 

Fairly Important 

Progress the development and delivery of 
the Franklin Paths Programme. 

Not Important 

Deliver a refreshed approach to enabling 
young people in Franklin to access services 
and participate in their communities. 

Fairly Important 

Progress a Pukekohe Cemetery memorial 
project that acknowledges the unmarked 
graves at the site. 

Not Important 

 

 
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 

Pukekohe 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Save money, dont raise the rates
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

Invest more in cycleways and cycling infrastructure. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I think they shouldn’t stop investing in cycling infrastructure. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Cycleways 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Do not support 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

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. 

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? 

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 
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. 

 

1745



#10066 
 

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 most priorities 
 

 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

Fairly 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 
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 
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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. 

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 

1.7 million sounds like a lot to fix a leak on a netball court. Can you rebuild a brand 
new facility instead, somewhere else, for the same price? 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa 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: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Provide schools with lunches. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

less emergency housing, Reduce local gas prices. 
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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? 

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? 

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 

I don't know 
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programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

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? 

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 
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 
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7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I 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. 

Not Important 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly 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 
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Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

I don't know 

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 

I like how the goals are highly community based on ways to improve our area. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa 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: Manurewa 

 

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? 

Push for public transport subsidies and incentives to reduce congestion 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Do not take on debt. Take more and only use that 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Congestion charges are dumb and only a push towards improving public transport will 
have long lasting effects on reducing Congestion 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Public transport funding 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is,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: 

We shouldn't be selling off the airport as thus has already caused issues in having it 
built in a profit driven incentive rather than public good 
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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? 

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. 

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? 

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 
and addressing local safety concerns 
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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 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. 

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 
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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. 

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. 

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? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development 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 protection of our neighbourhoods and better action taken on those who disrupt 
peace without police action, and instead community lead programs and rehabilitation 
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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reduce debt incurred 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

congestion charging is a tax on the poor only. Those who can't afford in both time and 
money means to catch alternate transport will have to suffer as a result of poor road 
management 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

spend more on making communities more human orientated 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

spend less on council support, most of the city barely knows big council impact 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

no impact as of yet 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 
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we should own our own airport 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

this is a valuable asset and shouldn't be leased 

 

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 Auckland Future Fund isn't future proof 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

you're not hearing the voices of people in these communities the way you think you are 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 
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Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. I don't know 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

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? 

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. 
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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. 

 

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 do not support most priorities 
 

 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

Fairly 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 
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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. 

Fairly Important 

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 

misses out on the surrounding regions and how they can be improved 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa 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: Manurewa 

 

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? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

Roads can be way less, we need to focus more on public transport. Making it more 
efficient and affordable so it will MAKE more sense for people to use it. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Roads can be way less, we need to focus more on public transport. Making it more 
efficient and affordable so it will MAKE more sense for people to use it. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Less focus on roads. Keep the fuel tax and use it to fund public transport. Public 
transport the way forward. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Less focus on roads. Keep the fuel tax and use it to fund public transport. Public 
transport the way forward. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Less focus on roads. Keep the fuel tax and use it to fund public transport. Public 
transport the way forward. 

 

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: 
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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? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

I don't know 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

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? 

Manurewa,Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

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 
and addressing local safety concerns 
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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. 

Fairly Important 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Very Important 
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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. 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly 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 

Safety 

 
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? 

Very Important 

 

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above? 
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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. 

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. 

Very Important 

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and 
community to be leaders in climate action. 
For example, through programmes like 
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and 
climate action education programme in 
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood 
(environmental volunteer grants) and 
Songbird programmes (community pest 
control and biodiversity initiative). 

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 

 
7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tāmaki proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 
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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? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 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? 

Mental Health 

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? 

Manurewa 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

1793



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 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? 

School projects - youth programmes better sha4de for the parks/playgrounds 

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? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Better roads and more lanes 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

nil 

 

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)? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 
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Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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? 

Manurewa 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Keep airport shares 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Council wasting money with all sorts of barriers that will have little effect on road safety 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Better and more consistent footpaths. there seem to be a lot of footpaths that lead no 
where just stopping randomly, also the quality of footpath leave a lot to be desired 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Train loops that only benefit a small number of Aucklanders while we have a poorly 
maintained network 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Everything else is becoming user pays why not stadiums? 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

A future fund should only be established if the return is higher than the current cost of 
borrowing 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and 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: 

Why would we give money to an overseas company and lose control on what is 
charged for cargo handling? 

 

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 assume it the used effectively and is required for efficient port operations. 

Not sure if investing $110 million is a worthwhile investment unless there is a proper 
return instead of a like to have. 

There is no clear indication of what the area good be 

 

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: 

There are currently no plans to transfer shipping facilities to Northland as there is no 
efficient way to get goods back to Auckland and the rest of the North Island. 

Build a proper and reliable railroad first before limiting port facilities in 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. 

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. 

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? 

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? 
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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 
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 most priorities 
 

 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

Fairly 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. 

Fairly 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. 

Not 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. 

Fairly 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 

Very short of detail 

 
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? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do 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? 

 

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? 

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. 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? 

Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate - Support 

 

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 
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 

1811



#10661 
 
 
7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 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: Manurewa 

 

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 more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

Support 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate - Support 

 

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 
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 
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7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 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: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

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? 

Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate - Support 

 

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 
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. 
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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? 

I support all priorities 
 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

1824



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

Support 
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harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

Support 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

Support 
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6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate - Support 

 

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 
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 
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7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu 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: Manurewa 

 

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 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? 

Help create more jobs and reduce house price and rents. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Reduce living expensive. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Because we don't have enough Road. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Build more house. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Go as planned. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

n/a 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 

you may have to be in value in risk such as problems with managing the funds. 

 

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: 

Nothing in particular. 

 

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. 

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? 

Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate - Do not support. 

No. 

 

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. 
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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. 

 

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 
 

 

 

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: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do less 

Parks and Community Do less 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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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)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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. 

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. 

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? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

1841



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

To reduce house price and rental house. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Reduce inflation and living cost. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

We have shortages of public transports in Auckland most of the people cannot rely on 
the public transport.. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Build as more affordable home. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Go as planned. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

n/a 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 

you may have to be involve in risk such as problems managing funds. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

1843



#10805 
 

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: 

Nothing in particular. 

 

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.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere 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. 

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 Rate - Do not Support 

 

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 
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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. 

 

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 
 

 

 

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: Manurewa 

 

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? 

Help create more jobs and reduce house prices and rents. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Reduce giving expensive. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Because we don't have enough road 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

expand roads. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Go as planned. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

N/A 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 

you may have to be involve on risk such as problem with manaaging the funds. 

 

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: 

Nothing in particular. 

 

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 

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. 

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 Rate - Do not Support. 

No. 

 

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 
and addressing local safety concerns 
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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 
 

 

 

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: Manurewa 

 

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? 

Create more jobs and internships for young adults and youths. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Reduce Tax and GST. Reduce petrol price and living cost. 
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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? 

Create better Auckland by building more roads. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Spend less money and cycle ways and bus ways. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and 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: 

Keep Auckland Port at the same place. 

 

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. 

Other 
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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. Other 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

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 

Other 
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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? 

Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate - Other 

No. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Promote languages by funding ethnic communities which will enable public to 
understand councils plan.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do less 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support 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? 

Parks and community facilities such as libraries.  e.g. There is a huge amount of infill 
housing in Manurewa and although there are parks, often they are just one or two 
trees and grass.  There needs to be more playgrounds and seating for adults to 
supervise the children and shade areas such as trees, shade sails. 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Too much money is spent on the CBD.  Most people who live in the suburbs don't 
travel in there, only younger ones.  Arenas should be only erected if the private sector 
is prepared to pay.  If you want infill housing, you have to provide parks. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

At this point, priority should be given to public transport, which frankly at the moment is 
hopeless.  Forget raised platforms for crossings, and calming measures.  Nothing 
raises my blood pressure than calming measures especially when they are installed 
100 metres apart.  A large amount of time and money was spent reinstalling the 
railway lines but if it gets moderately hot at 25deg. the trains aren't running.  Was it 
cheap steel used?  The public need to be told the truth.  Bus lanes should be clearly 
marked for traffic that needs to turn left at intersections.  Cut out the extra lane at the 
Lambie Drive/Cavendish Drive south side intersection so that cars are not trapped by 
accidentally going into the bus lane. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Interchange shelters.  Manurewa's one is not user friendly.  Cold winds prevail summer 
and winter plus it is isolated from the main shopping area so safety is a concern and if 
one is disabled, e.g. using a walker, one has to negotiate traffic to go to an overbridge 
to get to the bus station from the shops.  Poorly thought out and it's not fair to users of 
the bus services. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

I don't know 
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Tell us why: 

I believe this stadium should remain in some form but it is probably for the North Shore 
residents who should have the say. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 

Although I like the idea of an Auckland Future fund, I would prefer to keep the shares 
but dividends from the shares should go into the fund and I am not happy allowing the 
ports to be handled by a foreign company who will not have Auckland's best interests 
in their sights but only profits.  I am concerned at the ports reclaimation of the 
Waitemata Harbour. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

I have already previously given my reasons for retaining Council ownership but I 
certainly expect the ports to be run better than it has been. 

 

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: 
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4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

I am not a fan of self insuring especially as Councils may change on a 3 yearly basis 
but if the Future fund builds up, then it possibly could be an option in the future. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

I would like to see those wharves used for recreational purposes but what about cruise 
liners?  I believe they are too small for large liners. 

 

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 

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. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin 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? 

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 
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? 
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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 
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. 

Fairly Important 
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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. 

We need youth to feel that they are part of 
our community.  They are the future of 
Manurewa but I also feel that older people 
need help to mix in the community.  Older 
people in the immigrant community need 
help mixing.  If isolated because of 
language, this can lead to dementia.  The 
library is our hub and I wonder if there could 
be English language classes for older 
immigrants, so that they find it easier to mix 
with all people.  Age Concern could be a 
source for this. 

 

Tell us why 

I think they are fairly much on target but I would like them to focus on play areas in 
smaller parks because of so much infill housing. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa 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: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

I don’t know 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water 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? 

Provide better healthcare facilities including free prescriptions and medicines. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Reduce housing rents and food prices. 
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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? 

Build more roads to reduce Auckland traffic. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Spend less money in public parks and gardens. 

 

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? 

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: 

No. 

 

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 

Support 
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we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

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 

 

1870



#10889 
 
6b.  Do you have 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 - Do not support. 

No. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Provide funding for ethnic communities to promote our languages and culture.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 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? 

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: Manurewa 

 

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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Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

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? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

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 

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? 

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 
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? 
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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: Manurewa 

 

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 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? 

To reduce house price and rental house rates 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Reduce inflation and living costs 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

We have shortage of public transport in Auckland 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Build more affordable homes 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Do as planned 

 

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)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

You may have to be involve in risk such as problems with unaraging the funds. 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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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? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

Nothing in particular 

 

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 

1884



#10975 
 
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. 

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? 

No 

 

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 
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? 

I support all priorities 
 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

No
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 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? 

To reduce house price and rental house rates 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Reduce inflation and living costs 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

we have shortages of public transport in Auckland 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Build more affordable homes 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Go as planned 

 

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)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

You may have to be involve in risk such as problems with managing the funds 

 

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: 

Nothing in particular 

 

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. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the 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. 

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? 

No 

 

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 
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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. 

 

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 
 

 

 

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: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Build more ecofriendly and pollution free environment for our kids to play. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Reduce living cost and inflation. 
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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? 

Provide robust public transport with reasonable. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Take off bus lanes and cycle lanes. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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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: 

Keep the Auckland under same management. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

I don't know 
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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. 

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). 

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. Other 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

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? 

Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate - Do not support. 

No. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Provide funding to ethnic communities to promote woman empowerment and 
languages.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 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? 

To reduce house price and rental house rates 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

reduce inflation and living costs 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

We have shortages of public transport in auckland 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Build more affordable homes 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

No 

 

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)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

You may have to be involve in risk such a problems with managing the funds 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 
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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? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

Nothing in particular 

 

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. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the 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 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin 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? 

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 
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. 
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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? 

I support all priorities 
 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

No

1904



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 more 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

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: 

All transport should be the same 

 

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: 

No one use it and tons don't know about it 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

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: 

Investing the funds for future needs will make sure the council don't run out 

 

4d. Do you have 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. 

Other 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Other 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. 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 

Support 

1908



#11004 
 
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? 

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 
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. 
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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? 

I support most priorities 
 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development Do more 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development Do more 

Council support Do more 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems 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. 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? 

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 
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. 
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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? 

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: Manurewa 

 

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? 

Stop crime prevention all around Auckland and support local business by providing 
business 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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Reduce living cost and inflation 

 

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? 

Build more roads 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

reduce cycle and bus ways 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

N/A 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 

No 

 

4d. Do you have 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. 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? 

No 

 

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 
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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. 

 

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 
 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

Promote languages and fund communities to preserve their cultures
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do 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? 

Start running smaller buses where possible as we see large buses with 0 to 6 people 
often . 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

The only area that savings could be made are in the suburbs as bicycles are generally 
only used on the weekends 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Bicycle lanes 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

Because the Mayor is keen to sell things not fix them 

 

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: 

Make the asset more profitable by controlling costs and improving efficiencies and 
putting more volume through 

 

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: 

Make it work for Auckland as the ratepayers have paid for it 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

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. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the 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? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 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? 

Support most of the proposal 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

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. 

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. 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 

 

6b.  Do you have 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 Bord Paths Targeted Rate - Support. 
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Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

1932



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do more 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation  

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? 

To reduce House price and Rental House. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Reduce inflation and living cost. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

we have shortages of public transport in Auckland. Most of the people cannot rely on 
our public transport. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Build as more affordable home. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Go as planned. 

 

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)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

You may have to be involve in risk such as problems with managing funds. 

 

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: 

Nothing in particular. 

 

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. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the 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. 

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? 

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 
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. 
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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? 

I support all priorities 
 

 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

No.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 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? 

Help create more jobs and reduce house prices and rents. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Reduce living expensive. 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

Because we don't have enough road any where too busy road. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

expand road. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Go as planned. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

n/a 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 

you may have to be involve in risk such as problems with managing the funds. 

 

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: 

Nothing in particular. 

 

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. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the 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. 

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? 

Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate - Do not support. 

No. 

 

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. 
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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. 

 

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 
 

 

 

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: Manurewa 

 

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  

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? 

Cut council internal overheads, stop taking on staff, maintain current services 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Do not support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

the hop card system is working, the train and bus services are not well run, under 
staffed and have some daft issues at the management level. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Actually no 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Stop making stupid decisions such as cutting existing services and make council staff 
accountable for their actions, their spending of public money and wastage. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

sell the stadium 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

Auckland council will just waste the money, fritter it away on comities and overseas 
junkets 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 

35 years down the track what are council left with lease holder not going to maintain 
something anymore than it has to. 

 

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: 

Future fund is pie in the sky that will be frittered away by council 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

the less council has to do with any entity the less likely it is to be a cockup 

 

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: 

the proposed use is rather non specific 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems 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). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

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? 

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. 
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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. 

 

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 most priorities 
 

 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

Fairly 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 
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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 
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. 

Fairly 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. 

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. 

those are my opinions 

 

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? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport Do more 

Water Do less 

City and local development Do less 

Environment and regulation Do more 

Parks and Community 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? 

none 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

cant think of anything 
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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: 

no interested live out south never been to it 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and 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. 

I don't know 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

I don't know 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. 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? 

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 
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. 
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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? 

I support most priorities 
 

 

 

Manurewa Local Board Priorities 
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Manurewa in 2024/2025? 

I don't know 

 

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 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

I don't know 

Invest in community led projects and 
initiatives that respond to social connection 
and cohesion, build climate resilience and 
contribute to climate action. 

Fairly Important 

1957



#11135 
 

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. 

Not Important 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

I don't know 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

who are ngati tamaoho. no. 

 

Tell us why 

more trees. race considerations shouldn't be a important factor in decision making  - 
parks , where do you draw the line 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa 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: Manurewa 

 

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? 

Cycleways 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Recreational Stuff 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

More Cycleways and Raised Crossings. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Cycleways 

 

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: 

I don't care about 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)? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

I don't know. 
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4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

I don't know. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us here: 

I don't know. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

Santa Parade, get rid of vape shops. 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 

I don't know. 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

I don't know 

 

Tell us why: 
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I don't know. 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Support 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Do not support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Do not support 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support 

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
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increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

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? 

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. 
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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. 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I 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. 

Very Important 
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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. 

Not 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. 

I don't know 

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. 

Because I said so. 

 

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? 

The Baconator
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 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 don't know about paying more, so nah 

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 vape shop cause bad. 

 

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? 

Nah. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

also nah. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Keep the stadium precinct as it is 

 

Tell us why: 

The stadium is good where it is. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

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: 

 

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 

Support 
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 

Support 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

I don't know 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

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, 

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? 

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 
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. 
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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? 

I 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. 

Fairly 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 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly 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 
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Develop a masterplan for Mountfort Park to 
ensure our open space and sports field 
network meets the demands of our diverse 
communities. 

I don't know 

Identify options for recreational activities to 
support people of all ages and abilities 
being casually active. 

I don't know 

Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

I don't know 

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? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

cycleways. santa parade. better playgrounds (especially nathan homestead), safer 
roads and crossings on Dennis Ave where I get off the bus by the Hillpark Shops. 

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 smoking and vape shops. less stuff in central auckland and more in the south. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

More protected cycleways in Manurewa, especially on Browns Road (Manurewa High 
School). 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

More protected cycleways in Manurewa, especially on Browns Road (Manurewa High 
School). 

 

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: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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? 

1975



#11175 
 

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: 

plant more trees, santa parade, no vape shops, thank you 

 

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 

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. 

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 
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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? 

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 
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? 

I 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. 

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 
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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. 

Fairly 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. 

because 

 

Tell us why 

more cycleways, no vape shops, santa parade, plant more trees, safer crossing 
outside hillpark shops. thank you. 

 
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 vape shops, plant more trees, cycleways, crossing on Dennis Ave outside Hillpark 
shops. thank you.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

We need to support investment in specified transport infrastructure and services as 
required. 

 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Public Transport. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

The stadium is under utilised  because it is not centrally located. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport Limited (AIAL) is an 
important investment for our future, and we don't believe the commentary from the 
Mayor. 
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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: 

We don't trust the capability of the Mayor and the proposal.  Therefore stay with the 
status quo. 

 

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: 

Let's get Auckland fixed before we move onto the Auckland Future Fund. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 
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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). 

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. 

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? 

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. 
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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. 

 

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 
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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. 

The Manurewa area has suffered from 
significant under investment since Manukau 
City Council ceased to exist. 

 

Tell us why 

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. 

 
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? 

Local Board Representation must remain as it is.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more 
debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water  

City and local development 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? 
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stop scripting the have your say questioners as biased statements directing people 
towards your 'central' plan and give them clear and straightforward information for their 
choices. 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

agree with the idea to use what we have BUT NOT to charge for what we have e.g. 
park and ride 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Spend more on public transport and stop increasing fees and adding them to par and 
ride, they are a public service not a revenue generating company, they are for the 
betterment of our community which wont work if our communities cant afford to use 
them. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Other 

 

Tell us why: 

I agree with hte repurposing of the land as long as it is retained as a public space and 
NOT SOLD to develeopers et al.  

Park space, playgrounds sports fields community stage spaces and good alternative 
uses of the land selling to developers is not. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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: 

STOP SELLING OUR **********!!!! 

its a part of our locale and part of our city discarding it is short sighted and short term. 

 

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: 

STOP LEASING(SELLING)OUR **********!! 

there is obviously more financial benefit in retaining the port operations (otherwise no 
one would lease it if it was expected to lose money) so why on earth would you forgo 
that future income when you portray your situation as so hard up. I see you saying 
'consistency/reliable' income and I call **********, if it wasn't consistent or reliable then 
there wouldn't be any private sector folk willing to 'lease/ screw' it off the council and 
take over. 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 
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5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Other 

 

Tell us why: 

It all depends on if you lease the ports or not. If you don't lease the port operations 
then leave it as is, the queens wharf/cloud space is already an under utilised space. If 
you do sell out to your rich mates and lease the ports operations then ******* 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

as abve 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems 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 
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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. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin 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? 

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. 

 

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. 

 

Tell us why 

 
7c. What do you think of the Māngere-Ōtāhuhu proposed priorities for the 10-year 
budget 2024-2034? 

I support most priorities 
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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. 

Fairly 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 
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. 

Not 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. 

Fairly 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. 

You are only telling us options of what you 
could do, I am struggling to understand 
what the downside is. a repetqtive line we 
hear is that we cant pay for everything so 
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what are we missing out on by agreeing to 
what you have proposed to do? 

 

Tell us why 

as above we only have pre selected options no idea of what has been skipped or 
passed up so hard to judge in terms of importance. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa 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: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL 
shareholding 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council 
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan 
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council 

 

Tell us here: 
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4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

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. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin 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 

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? 

I support the NETR & WQTR  and the kaupapa that each of these rates support.  It is 
important to see more opportunities for Māori and rangatahi to be involved in the 
delivery of these proposals and funding available for iwi to be able to deliver projects in 
these areas that are relevant to their local areas and supported by council as opposed 
to council leading with advice from iwi.  Provide the resource for iwi to exercise tino 
rangatiratanga and mana motuhake.  Mātātahi Taiao and Resilient Marae are good 
examples of this. 

 

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 
and addressing local safety concerns 
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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. 

Fairly 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 
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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. 

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? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

Your feedback   
1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Proceed with the central proposal 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport As proposed 

Water As proposed 

City and local development As proposed 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community Do more 

Economic and cultural development As proposed 

Council support As proposed 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

Ensuring that local communities get fair and equable access to local recreational 
facilities such as pools and community centres, particularly in lower socio economic 
areas. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 
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Not that comes to mind 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support all of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

It mostly makes sense 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management 

 

Tell us why: 

Better use of an under utilised asset. 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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 

 

2005



#11393 
 
Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the 
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public 
benefit. 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides 
public benefit, within 15 years 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 

Support 

2006



#11393 
 
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. 

Support 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin 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? 

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 
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. 
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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? 

I 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. 

Very Important 

Fund and support activities that include 
older people and foster their community 
participation with a specific focus on 
reaching older migrants. 

Fairly 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 
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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. 

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? 
 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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 less 

Environment and regulation As proposed 

Parks and Community As proposed 

Economic and cultural development Do less 

Council support Do less 

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 
would be prepared to pay more for? 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Council needs to spend less on unnecessary transport improvements, eg speed 
humps, candy land zebra crossings , cycle lanes ant no one uses . 
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Councils could reduce community initiatives  such as movies in the park for 2 years to 
improve the finances 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I support the majority of the proposal on the basis that there is cost savings within 
Auckland Transport focusing on head count, salaries for management not in line with 
the private sector , safety traffic calming measure being speed humps, pause and 
cancel unnecessary marketing exercises and work to diverts the cost savings to 
minimise rates increases that are 1 per cent over normal inflation on an annual basis. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

More money spend from in house cost savings at Auckland Transport to be spent on 
road maintenance , resurfacing 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Cycleways most in particular poorly designed cycle ways and road calming measures. 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct 

 

Tell us why: 

Redevelop the land but only sell the use rights or air rights or perhaps don't develop at 
all. Land could be developed into social housing but managed by an external housing 
provider  with some dividend returned to the council 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I am open to the proposal but to not necessary dispose fully of all Auckland 
International Airport Shares . The fund could also include the returns drawn from 
stadiums but I believe needs to be outsourced to a fund manager that has the 
knowledge and experience to handle such fund but governed 

 

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: 

An external company along with council input with support of Kiwirail will better 
facilitate financial gains in the overall port profitability 

 

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: 

Growth of the fund will help deliver returns to the council to enable other investment 
into infrastructure needs. 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 
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No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

Any reduction of Port land capacity should not come at the expense of reduced 
revenue or reduced GDP output as a result of a restriction of land. Any restriction of 
land has to be supported by smoother and fast turnover of import and export freight 
throug 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area 

 

Tell us why: 

Transfer of Bledisloe Terminal should not come at a compromise to GDP output of the 
port operations that serves an overall business need for commerce and shipping of 
goods vital for businesses that are part of the greater New Zealand economy 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 
increases rates for the average value residential property by 
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 
property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
from what was previously planned for the average value 
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 
average value business property. 
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Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 
CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

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. 

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 that there should be more loading on to businesses given that it is a small part 
that they pay as part of the overall profitability and turnover of a business . 
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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 
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? 
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I 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 
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. 

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. 

I don't know 
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Investigate community lease options to 
support Ngāti Tamaoho aspirations for a 
cultural hub at Te Pua/Keith Park. 

I don't know 

Investigate the feasibility of an arts broker 
programme to nurture creative expression 
with a focus on supporting Māori and 
Pacific creative arts. 

Some of the initiatives I believe are way 
outside the initial scope of provisions for 
core council services . These initiatives are 
nice to have but should not come at the 
expense of core council services such as 
waste, water and roads 

 

Tell us why 

Yes great initiatives but should be progressed over the 10 year plan and to perhaps 
stretch beyond the initial plan if expenditure does not allow for this additional funding. 

 
7c. What do you think of the Manurewa 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: Manurewa 

 

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 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? 

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? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

'introducing capped weekly public transport passes' - needs more clarification as to 
what this implies? as if we are looking to move to Public Transport more often then 
should it be capped? or will this be for certain citizens? 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

Better traffic cameras for journey planning, making the roads safer and letting police be 
utilized for more important tasks than traffic. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

N?A 

 

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: 

Does it really require a make over to be put to greater use, that of a large scale? 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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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Our Council should have shares into our airport that looks to recreate this city for 
tourism and the community. 

 

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: 

No guarantee you can earn more profits, seems like more cons than pros 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 
prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Continue to use it to fund council services 

 

Tell us here: 

N/A 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

N/A 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

No change – leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the 
port operations 

 

Tell us why: 

N/A 
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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: 

N/A 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 
the protection of native ecosystems 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. Support 
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 
collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 
change. 

I don't know 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 
area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 
properties and boundaries. 

I don't know 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

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? 

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? 
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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 
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? 
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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. 

N/A 

 

Tell us why 

Just do it 

 
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? 

N/A
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Manurewa 

 

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? 

More active transport infrastructure please. Cycleways, pump tracks, walking and 
cycling connections, town centres development, cyclng along streams and geen 
corridors, climate grants and the Live Lightly programmes. More local climate action 
and environmental priorities! I also want light rail to the airport. 
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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-
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. This should always go along a proper active 
mode alternative for resilience and better economic and environmental outcomes. 

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. And every new piece of 
infrastructure should include considerations for walking and cycling safely in and out of 
it. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 
could pay less? 

Less free car storage all over the city.  We are subsidising dangerous polluting 
machines everywhere! 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

Support most of the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

I support investment in public transport and network optimisation but i also want 
increased investment in cycling infrastructure and maintenance. Investing in cycling 
has benefit-cost ratios of anywhere from 10:1 up to 25:1.  

It is also crucial to keep safe pedestrian raised crossings and make walkability a 
priority. COngestion is very high already and pollution is increasing. 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 
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Cycleways are the main thing! They are cheap quick and easy. They deliver and a pop 
up network can be built pretty much overnight. It's the most cost effective way to solve 
transport problems and it can be seen succeeding in cities like Paris, London, and 
many others! 

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, 
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. 

Auckland Transport could leverage road renewals and maintenance for quick fixes that 
make streets safer for walking and cycling every time a road is repaved, repaired or 
repainted. 

I also want support for multi-modal trips: such as the proposed $50 weekly cap for 
public transport, bikes on buses, more investment in train services, and Light Rail. 

The Council should advocate to Central Government and Waka Kotahi for a lane on 
the existing Harbour Bridge to be reallocated for walking, cycling, and wheeling. It is 
time to solve this issue and move on to the mobility that responds to the climate crisis: 
Bicycles. 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

Private cars. We need to discourage the dependency on private cars for every thing. Is 
uneconomical, dangerous and destructive. 
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We should severely restrict free public car parking. Ban it, even, like the Japanese do 
in their cities. 

We should 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. 

And a bike ferry is a bad idea. Let's just reallocate a lane in the existing bridge. 

 

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: 

The city should hold on to the valuable public assets we have. It is short sighted to 
think of them as simply shares when they really represent infrastructure, core services 
and their delivery that can be coordinated in an emergency or crises. And there will be 
many with climate change picking up quickly. 

 

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 lose public ownership of valuable assets. Just use them better! 
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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). 

Support 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
businesses and raises the share paid 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 

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? 

If any assets are to be sold they should be the golf courses, turn them into housing 
and raise funds from rates there. 

 

Local board priorities 
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

Manurewa,Ōtara-Papatoetoe 

 

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 
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. 

 

2033



#11461 
 

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? 

Fairly 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. 

Very 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 
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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. 

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 

We need more focus on active transport if we are to reach decarbonisation and 
congestion goals. 

 
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 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 
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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. 

 

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 

Explore options for ways of delivering 
increased local economic outcomes for 
small to large businesses. 

Fairly 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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8. Do you have any other comments? 

Pleas do not underestimate the difference cycling and walking can make for the benefit 
of the city in all aspects!
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