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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Your feedback

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

Proceed with the central proposal

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

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation Do more

Parks and Community

As proposed

Economic and cultural development

As proposed

Council support

As proposed

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

would be prepared to pay more for?

Funding for libraries.

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:

Would like to continue to deliver cycling and walking projects

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

Would like to continue to deliver cycling and walking projects
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?

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

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

Support

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

Support

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

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

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

Support

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

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

Support

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

Support
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scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

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

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

Local board priorities

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

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

2024/20257?

| support all priorities

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

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

Very Important

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

Very Important

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

Very Important

Collaborate with mana whenua and
neighbouring local boards to protect and
restore our waterways through Tamaki

Very Important
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Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and Very Important
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 Very Important
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-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-20347?

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

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

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: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Your feedback

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

Proceed with the central proposal

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

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

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

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

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

This is a terribly run facility costing millions and clear transport to similar facilities
across the city. Let's keep the green spaces and develop the rest

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

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?

| don't know
Tell us why:

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

| don't know
Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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

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

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

Support

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

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

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

| don't know

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

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

Support

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

| don't know

10
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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?

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

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

| support all priorities

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

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

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

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

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

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and Very Important
community to be leaders in climate action.
For example, through programmes like

11
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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.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

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

budget 2024-20347?

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

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

Support

Tell us why

8. Do you have any other comments?

12
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Your feedback

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

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

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

Transport

Do more

Water

As proposed

City and local development

Do less

Environment and regulation

As proposed

Parks and Community

Do less

Economic and cultural development

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?

Focus transport funds on trains and roads, not buses, cycle ways and pedestrian

crossings

13
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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:

We have enough stadiums 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)?

Proceed with the proposal
Tell us why:

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

Tell us here:

Move the port away from the CBD

14
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4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

| don't know
Tell us here:

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us why:

Better for livability and tourism

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

15
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around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

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

Support

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

| don't know

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

| don't know

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

| don't know

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

| don't know

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

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

| don't know

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

| don't know

16
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scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

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

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

Local board priorities

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

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

2024/20257?

| do not support any priorities

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

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

Not Important

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

Not Important

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

Not Important

Collaborate with mana whenua and
neighbouring local boards to protect and

| don't know

17
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restore our waterways through Tamaki
Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and Not Important
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 | don't know
supporting local businesses and ongoing
growth, development and liveliness of town
centres, including assisting Onehunga
Business Associations proposed BID
expansion.

Tell us why

Too much busy work adding to unnecessary bureaucracy

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

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

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

| don't know

Tell us why

18
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8. Do you have any other comments?

Make the residential consenting process more straightforward so you don’t require a
planner

19
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

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 most of the proposal

Tell us why:

| do not support higher levels of support for ongoing KiwiRail track maintenance costs
which is a problem generated by Kiwirails previous lack of maintenance.

I do not support more investment in residential speed management

and road safety programmes. However | would support a programme that penalised
red-light runners, this is a very common behaviour that happens daily.

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

Updating the live data signage at newmarket station so that it reflects the actual
changes to timetables.

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

Airport to Botany busway

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

| don't know
Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us why:

Auckland airport is a very important regional and national infrastructure asset. | think
the de-investment of these shares by AKL council is reckless.

21



#53

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, selling or leasing a key asset is very short sighted. It creates a short term cash
injection, with the loss of all future potential returns.

| also take issue with the way this section has been written. The scenario outlining a
sale highlights the "potential" benefits and none of the negatives which include an
international organization will control the Port land for their own commercial benefit.
Profits will be sent overseas.

In the above explanation of the second scenario - POAL continues to operate as is,
fails to include any potential advantages. | think this section misleads the reader.

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:

22
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5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

The Bledisloe terminal currently generates a public benefit via dividends. The option to
transfer the terminal to council provides no context of what this benefit will be.

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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

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

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

23



#53

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

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

Support

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

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

Support

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

Support

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

Local board priorities

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

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

2024/20257?

| support most priorities

24




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

#53

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

Very Important

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

Very Important

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

Fairly Important

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

Very Important

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

Very Important

Support business associations to continue
supporting local businesses and ongoing
growth, development and liveliness of town
centres, including assisting Onehunga
Business Associations proposed BID
expansion.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

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

budget 2024-20347?

25
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Realistic and reflective of the community.

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?

| don't know

Tell us why

8. Do you have any other comments?

26
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

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?

Water delivery maintenance to ensure reliability of service.

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

Cycleways, waste of money as create traffic chaos and are most not used.
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Remove speed bumps and cycleways

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

Roading and car parking

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

Cycleways and speed humps

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

Under-utilised. Make better use of vacant car parks.

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

Parking for imports is a waste of a great resource. Move vehicles by train to inland port
and redevelop the land for public access.

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

Cruise ships will continue to visit. Give them a great place to berth.
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6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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

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

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

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

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

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

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

Local board priorities

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

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

2024/20257?

| support most priorities

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

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

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.

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

Very Important

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

Not Important

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

Fairly Important

Support business associations to continue
supporting local businesses and ongoing
growth, development and liveliness of town
centres, including assisting Onehunga
Business Associations proposed BID
expansion.

Very Important

Tell us why

Too much consultation with iwi who are a minority but dictate to the majority.

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

budget 2024-20347

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

Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID)
programme and associated BID targeted rate?
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| don't know

Tell us why

8. Do you have any other comments?
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#113
Long-term Plan 2024-2034

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Your feedback

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

Proceed with the central proposal

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

Transport As proposed
Water Do more
City and local development Do less
Environment and regulation As proposed
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development Do less
Council support 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 houses to increase our rates base.

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

Stop talking about moving the Port. Major cities around the world have ports.
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

We need more cycle lanes. Trains to run every weekend. Buses replacing trains do
not carry bicycles.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?
Crossings for pedestrians on busy roads.
More dedicated bus lanes. Ferry crossings to return to what they used to be.

REINSTATE RFT.

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

Agree with getting rid of raised pedestrian crossings.

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

Tell us why:

Unless new management can make more than $40 million worth of business from it,
pull down the stadium (I know that will cost money but you might make money on the
sale of parts). Retain the fields for community sports.

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

Tell us why:

If investments take a downturn we could lose Auckland Airport and we have no assets
to buy it back.

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:

As long as leasing the port continues to provide work for people living in Auckland.
The injection of money will help Auckland Council to manage the needs of the city.

However keep the port in Auckland, we cannot afford to move the port elsewhere.

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port 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 has a mandate to keep its ratepayers and occupants safe in the here and 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?

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 haven't been successful at developing the downtown area. Facilities for cruise
ships are uninviting. We already have one underused stadium on the North Shore,
why build another? (Although | did like the proposed design). Lets get our trains and
ferries running reliably.

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

We will end up with more apartments. Better that the area provides work for people.

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the Support
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).
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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, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

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

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

| don't know

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

| don't know

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

Local board priorities

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

Maungakiekie-Tamaki
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Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

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

| support all priorities

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

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

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

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

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

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and Very Important
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  Very Important
supporting local businesses and ongoing
growth, development and liveliness of town
centres, including assisting Onehunga
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Business Associations proposed BID
expansion.

Tell us why

We need to uplift the area we live in. As this is a multicultural area we should
encourage our tamariki to respect each other's cultural origins.

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

Good, however it is important that policies include all ethnicities living in this area.

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?

| don't know

Tell us why

Not being in business | don't know how it will benefit the area.

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

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 less
Economic and cultural development Do more
Council support As proposed

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

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

Support all of the proposal
Tell us why:
2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?
2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

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

Tell us why:

Sell it - how often is it being used? Do the benefits stack up for the level of investment
required? i.e. will the proposed investment fund the stadium to produce revenues
greater than the investment?

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

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

Sell them - we don't receive dividends or an special voting privileges

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

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

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

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

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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

Support

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

Support

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

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

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

Support

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

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

Support

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

Support
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scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

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

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

Local board priorities

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

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

2024/20257?

| support all priorities

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

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

Very Important

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

Very Important

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

Very Important

Collaborate with mana whenua and
neighbouring local boards to protect and

Very Important
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restore our waterways through Tamaki
Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and Very Important
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 Very Important
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-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-20347?

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

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

Support

Tell us why

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

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

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 trees and stricter protection to protect trees and bush. Near where | live whole
sections are being clear felled by developers and concreted. Tree protection is a
necessity to help mitigate against severe weather events and climate change.

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

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

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Cycleways and crossings must be maintained and not reduced. We need to encourage
alternative forms and modes of transport. Not the one person in a car model.

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

Protection of the environment, wildlife and parks need more funding, protection and
resources.

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

Promotions or support of any events that are not environmentally sustainable.

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:

Auckland needs prudent investment for future infrastructure etc
4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

48



#155

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:

Because in the longer term this will be better for the citizens of Auckland.

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

Do not sell assets for a short term gain. remember Auckland is a huge part of the NZ
economy.

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

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook 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 is short of parks and recreation venues.

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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We need recreation venues.

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

#155

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

Support

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

Support

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

Support

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

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

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

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

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

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support

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

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

We need to pay for good services and strive for positive environmental outcomes.

Local board priorities

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

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

2024/20257?

| support most priorities

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

Support community groups and community- = Very Important
led activities by continuing to provide local
community grants.
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Building the capacity and capability of local
community and sporting groups towards
long-term sustainable funding models and
independence through our strategic
partnerships programme.

Very Important

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

Very Important

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

Very Important

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

Very Important

Support business associations to continue
supporting local businesses and ongoing
growth, development and liveliness of town
centres, including assisting Onehunga
Business Associations proposed BID
expansion.

Not Important

Tell us why

Business associations seem to be causing a lot of the environmental issues.

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

budget 2024-20347

They are good especially the climate change goal. And looking after waterways.
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7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate.

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

Do not support

Tell us why

8. Do you have any other comments?

Do not let the current coalition government destroy our natural environments for short
term economic goals.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Your feedback

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

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

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

Transport

As proposed

Water

As proposed

City and local development

Do less

Environment and regulation

As proposed

Parks and Community Do less
Economic and cultural development Do less
Council support Do less

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

would be prepared to pay more for?

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

could pay less?

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Do not support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Do not support

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

Do not support

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

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

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

Do not support

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

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

Do not support

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

Do not support
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scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

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

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

Local board priorities

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

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

2024/20257?

| support most priorities

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

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

Not Important

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

Not Important

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

Not Important

Collaborate with mana whenua and
neighbouring local boards to protect and
restore our waterways through Tamaki

Not Important
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Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and Not Important
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 Fairly Important
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-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-20347?

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

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

Support

Tell us why

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

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?

Don’t support any of the proposal

Tell us why:

do less

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

no

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

do less

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is

Tell us why:

do less

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

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

Tell us why:

do less
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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:

do less

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

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

do less

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

do less

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 less

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

62
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do less

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

#197

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

Do not support

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

Do not support

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

Do not support

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

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

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

Do not support

63




#197

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

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

Do not support

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

Do not support

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

do less

Local board priorities

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

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

2024/20257?

| do not support most priorities

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

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local
community grants.
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Building the capacity and capability of local
community and sporting groups towards
long-term sustainable funding models and
independence through our strategic
partnerships programme.

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 Tamaki
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.

Tell us why

do less

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

budget 2024-20347

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses
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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?

do less
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Your feedback

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

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

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

Transport

Do more

Water

As proposed

City and local development

Do less

Environment and regulation

As proposed

Parks and Community Do less
Economic and cultural development Do less
Council support Do less

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

would be prepared to pay more for?

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

could pay less?

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?
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Support most of the proposal
Tell us why:
2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?
2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is
Tell us why:

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

| don't know
Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Do not support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
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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, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

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

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

Support

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

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

Local board priorities

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

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

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

| support most priorities

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

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

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 Tamaki
Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and
community to be leaders in climate action.
For example, through programmes like
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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.

Tell us why

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

budget 2024-20347?

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

Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate.

Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID)

programme and associated BID targeted rate?

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: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

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?

More roads

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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Paying less for CRL - public transport options have gotten worse in my area because
of CRL - so then why should my area pay for this project?

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:

More money needs to be spent on more new roads and lanes

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

More road lanes

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

VKT reduction

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

Why should | pay for a stadium | don’t use? - sell it

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

Other

Tell us why:

| really don’t understand why Rate Payers should be paying for this. All climate
resilience issues have been mapped well by Council, yet someone in Council
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approved construction in these mapped flood and erosion areas. Why aren’t you
chasing their professional indemnity insurance? Why aren’t Council being more
accountable for past failures? Without accountability, no lessons will be learnt.

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

Tell us here:

Council needs to be aware of its bias when considering decisions on the Port. Council
only focuses on populism and Council’s bottom line. However, having the Port as
efficient as possible is critical to Aucklanders. The more efficiently Auckland’s freight
can move around, the more more efficient Auckland’s economy will be - which is
critical in this cost of living crisis.

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

Other

Tell us here:

Make the Port as efficient as possible.

4d. Do you have 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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Make the Port as efficient as possible - the cost of living is way more important than

this vanity project

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

What a populist question. Who doesn’t want this space to be public? But what is the
cost of this to Auckland’s consumers? How can this project be justified in this cost of
living crisis? You don’t explain the consequences of this decision on Auckland’s
economy and the cost of living in Auckland, which is why this question is populist.

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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

Do not support

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

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

Do not support

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

Support

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

Rates need to come down. Cut everything except roads.

Local board priorities

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

Maungakiekie-Tamaki
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Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

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

I do not support any priorities

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

Support community groups and community- Not Important
led activities by continuing to provide local
community grants.

Building the capacity and capability of local =~ Not Important
community and sporting groups towards
long-term sustainable funding models and
independence through our strategic
partnerships programme.

Empowering community groups and Not Important
organisations to deliver community events
through sustainable funding models.

Collaborate with mana whenua and Not Important
neighbouring local boards to protect and
restore our waterways through Tamaki
Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and Not Important
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 Not Important
supporting local businesses and ongoing
growth, development and liveliness of town
centres, including assisting Onehunga
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Business Associations proposed BID
expansion.

Tell us why

All of this is not necessarily. Why are we paying for this? How are these things
reducing the cost of living?

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

It doesn’t focus enough on the cost of living.

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

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

Support

Tell us why

Onehunga needs this loud voice. Aucklanders don’t understand the value Onehunga
has to Auckland, being in the centre of Auckland. Therefore has had the under
investment in road infrastructure and the removal of the direct railway line to Britomart.

8. Do you have any other comments?

Cut, cut, cut - make living in Auckland cheaper.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Your feedback

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

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

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

Transport

Do less

Water

As proposed

City and local development

As proposed

Environment and regulation Do less
Parks and Community Do less
Economic and cultural development Do 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?

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 know
Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Do not support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
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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.

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

Do not support

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

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

Support

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

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

Local board priorities

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

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

2024/20257?

| support most priorities

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

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

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.

Not Important

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

Not Important

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and
community to be leaders in climate action.
For example, through programmes like

Fairly Important

84



#373

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.

Very Important

Tell us why

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

budget 2024-20347?

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

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

Support

Tell us why

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

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?

No we don't want to pay any more for anything. Better management and cost controls
for what we have.

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

Stop wasting money. Hold all council managers accountable for their positions, spend
and performance.

86



#421

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Don’t support any of the proposal

Tell us why:

There are too many reasons to list why public transport is terrible now and potentially
will never be fixed. The car problem needs to be sorted first. Too many big empty
busses. Trains unreliable and don't cover enough routs

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

No at the moment

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

All new developments

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

Change the operational management

Tell us why:

Fully utilize the facility already paid for

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

Other

Tell us why:

Do not sell the shares. Keep getting a return on investment
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4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

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

Tell us here:

Key business to generate profit

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port 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 to fix what we have not create more that will suck up more funds to maintain

4d. Do you have 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:

Utilize the wharfs to make a profit and or service Aucklanders

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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Use it to make a profit / income for all of Auckland

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

#421

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems 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, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

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

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

properties and boundaries.

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

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

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

Local board priorities

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

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

2024/20257?

| do not support most priorities

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

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

Building the capacity and capability of local  Fairly Important
community and sporting groups towards
long-term sustainable funding models and

90




#421

independence through our strategic
partnerships programme.

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

Fairly Important

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

Fairly Important

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

Fairly Important

Support business associations to continue
supporting local businesses and ongoing
growth, development and liveliness of town
centres, including assisting Onehunga
Business Associations proposed BID
expansion.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

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

budget 2024-20347?

No opinion formed as too complicated to find. There should be a link for the relevant

page 122

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

| don't know

Tell us why

8. Do you have any other comments?

Barrack Rd traffic and pedestrian safety compromised by too many cars parking on the
road, foot paths and berms. Parks not maintained. To much infill housing, Steet berms
not maintained by developers
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

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 more
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development Do more

Council support

As proposed

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

would be prepared to pay more for?

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

could pay less?

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?
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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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Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund
Tell us here:

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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

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

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

Support

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

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

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

Support

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

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

Support

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

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

Local board priorities

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

Orakei

Orakei Local Board Priorities

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

| support all priorities

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

Complete the seismic strengthening of the
Remuera Library

Very Important

Progress the Meadowbank Community
Centre development.

Very Important

Assess the reactivation of facilities at
Tagalad Reserve and work towards
providing access for the community.

Very Important

Continue to work with our many community
volunteers to eradicate plant and animal
pests in our natural environment, including
at Pourewa Valley and in our many beautiful
parks and urban forests, and support other
environmental activities, for example, the
Environmental Forum.

Very Important

Continue local initiatives to enhance
neighbourhood connections and increase
safety.

Very Important

97



#424

Fund and support local events to showcase
our spaces and benefit local residents and
businesses.

Very Important

Continue to engage and better support our
diverse communities and organisations,
such as Auckland East Community Network
and Youth of Orakei.

Very Important

Maintain efforts to monitor and improve
water quality in our local waterways.

Very Important

Develop options and projects for a
community facilities targeted rate for the
financial year 2025/2026.

Very Important

Investigate ways to enhance council
facilities in Ellerslie to better meet the
needs of the local community.

Very Important

Tell us why

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

20347

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

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

Proceed with the central proposal

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

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

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

In the current economic climate | think there should be less money for cultural festivals
- Diwali, Chinese New year 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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Reduce rubbish collections to once every fortnight as the recycling is at present
(preferably alternate weeks with the recycling so as to have less bins on the berm at
once!)

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:

Stop the speed humps or make them cheaper. Make them less raised so that traffic
slows down but does not stop.

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

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

Auckland needs a proper cricket ground so that it can host Test Matches as well as
shorter format games. Eden Park is NOT a cricket 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:

The future Fund is a great idea.
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4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

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

Tell us here:

The city needs the funds to develop further ideas a\md ,ake the city more resilient.

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:

I think a combination of funding council services and investment would be 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:

We need more space for cruise ships - currently arriving at Princes Wharf interferes
with ferry movements. Sometimes there can be 3 cruise ships in port at once and this
will increase year on year and space needs to be made to accommodate them.

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

public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:

Cruise ships need more space

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

Do not support

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

Do not support

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

| don't know

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

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in

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.

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

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

properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support

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

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

Offer people the opportunity to opt for smaller rubbish bins for a reduced charge.

It takes me over 4 weeks to fill our bin.

Local board priorities

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

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

2024/20257
Other
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

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

Fairly Important

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

Fairly Important

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

Fairly Important

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

Fairly Important

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

Fairly Important

Support business associations to continue
supporting local businesses and ongoing
growth, development and liveliness of town
centres, including assisting Onehunga
Business Associations proposed BID
expansion.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

It seems that all plans are for the Tamaki area as opposed to the Western part of the

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

Only support if there is increased support for the Western part of the board.

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

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

Support

Tell us why

It is an important business area with Dressmart being heavily patronised

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

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

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:

Because Auckland has to get out their cars and into other forms of transport

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

Light rail!
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:

There are other stadiums in the 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:

Because that airport is the gateway to NZ and delivers a profit

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:

Because AKL doesnt carry the operational risk but still retains the land and income
from it

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

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund
Tell us here:

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

It could be needed for maritime use

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

Support

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

Do not support

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

Support

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

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

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

Support

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

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

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

Local board priorities

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

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

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

| support most priorities

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

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

Building the capacity and capability of local  Not Important
community and sporting groups towards
long-term sustainable funding models and
independence through our strategic
partnerships programme.
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Empowering community groups and
organisations to deliver community events
through sustainable funding models.

Fairly Important

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

Very Important

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

Very Important

Support business associations to continue
supporting local businesses and ongoing
growth, development and liveliness of town
centres, including assisting Onehunga
Business Associations proposed BID
expansion.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

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

budget 2024-20347?

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

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

Support
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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: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

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 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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Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

#502

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

| don't know

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

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

| don't know

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

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

2024/20257?

| do not support most priorities

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

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

Not Important

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

Not Important

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

Fairly Important

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

Not Important

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and
community to be leaders in climate action.
For example, through programmes like

Not Important
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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.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

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

budget 2024-20347?

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

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

Support

Tell us why

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Your feedback

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

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

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

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

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

no :)

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

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:

120



#507

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

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

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

Tell us here:

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

| don't know
Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
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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, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

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

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

Support

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

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

Local board priorities

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

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

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

| support all priorities

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

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

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

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

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

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and Very Important
community to be leaders in climate action.
For example, through programmes like
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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.

Very Important

Tell us why

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

budget 2024-20347?

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

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

Support

Tell us why

8. Do you have any other comments?

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: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Your feedback

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

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

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

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

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

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

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 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:

#518

4d. Do you have 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

| don't know
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from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

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

Do not support

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

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

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

Support

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

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

| don't know

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

| don't know

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?
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7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

2024/20257?

| support most priorities

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

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

Very Important

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

Very Important

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

Very Important

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

Very Important

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

Not Important
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Songbird programmes (community pest
control and biodiversity initiative).

Support business associations to continue Not Important
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-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-20347?

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

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

Support

Tell us why

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

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?

less cycleways, less funding for the arts, less funding for community facilities
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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 od rds

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

less on bus lanes and cycleways

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

Keep the stadium precinct as it is
Tell us why:

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

Proceed with the proposal
Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us here:

132



#526

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

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

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Do not support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Do not support

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

Do not support

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

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

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

Support

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

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

Support

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

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?

Albert-Eden,Hibiscus and Bays,Maungakiekie-Tamaki,Rodney

Albert-Eden Local Board Priorities

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

| support most priorities

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

Celebrating different people and cultures,
bringing people together with fun and
engaging activities, and reducing barriers
for those who might struggle to connect
with council or others in the community.

Not Important

Continuing our environmental work through
tree planting, parks restoration, supporting
volunteer pest control and planting groups
and helping community climate action
through our Climate Activator.

Fairly Important

Planning for how our parks and open space
can respond to growth, making the most of
what we have, balancing different uses and
connecting green spaces together.

Fairly Important

135




#526

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

Not Important

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

Not Important

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

Not Important

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

Fairly Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Albert-Eden 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 2024/20257

| support most priorities

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

Support the development of community led
resilience networks in our area, so our
community and organisations will know who
does what, where to get information and
how to help, including in emergencies.

Fairly Important

Support and advocate for further protection
of our sea, soil and fresh water from
contamination and sedimentation through
methods such as re-naturalisation, or
daylighting.

Very Important
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Engage with our community and key
stakeholders, including mana whenua, on
the future uses of our undeveloped
reserves, and older established ones,
including investigation of cost-effective
options for other informal recreation and
play in these areas.

Not Important

Continue to support activities that promote
vibrancy, diversity and showcases creativity
in our area, such as events, festivals, and
other shared experiences in our public
spaces for all.

Not Important

Continue to renew and enhance the paths
network (greenways) to create a safer, off
road, well-connected networks for active
modes of transport.

Not Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Hibiscus and
budget 2024-20347?

Bays proposed priorities for the 10-year

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed pri
2024/20257?

| do not support any priorities

orities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

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

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

Not Important

Building the capacity and capability of local
community and sporting groups towards
long-term sustainable funding models and

Not Important
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independence through our strategic
partnerships programme.

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

Not Important

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

Not Important

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

Not Important

Support business associations to continue
supporting local businesses and ongoing
growth, development and liveliness of town
centres, including assisting Onehunga
Business Associations proposed BID
expansion.

Not Important

Tell us why

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

budget 2024-20347?

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

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

Rodney Local Board Priorities

#526

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

| do not support most priorities

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

Deliver new and/or improved playground
and play spaces in Goodall Reserve, Te
Hana Reserve, Rautawhiri Park and
Riverhead War Memorial Park.

Fairly Important

Support communities to develop local
community emergency leadership groups
and emergency action planning in response
to the findings of the Emergency Response
Assessment study being undertaken in
2023/2024.

Fairly Important

Provide additional activities and
programmes for children and young people
maximising the use of our libraries, halls
and open spaces, where possible.

Not Important

Continue to support our local arts centres in
Helensville and Kumeu and look to extend
arts experiences to other parts of Rodney.

Not Important

Continue to support community groups and
mana whenua to keep our waterways clean
and healthy and restore biodiversity.

Not Important

Support the community to minimise waste,
turn it into resources, and promote
education on waste reduction.

Fairly Important
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Develop and refurbish toilet facilities in Not Important
Glasgow Park, Dinning Road Esplanade
Reserve and Port Albert Recreation
Reserve.

Develop pathway connections in Green Not Important
Road Park.

Tell us why

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

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: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Your feedback

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

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

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

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

Parks and Community

As proposed

Economic and cultural development

Do less

Council support

As proposed

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

would be prepared to pay more for?

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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Alot less for AT, they are useless and ineffective, they also waste a lot of rate payers
money... there is no accountability within the COO. Go back to the basics or providing
public transport in Auckland and actually do it effectively and more cost effective.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Do not support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

AT as a COO needs a complete overhaul, they are a white elephant with no
accountability and should not be provided with any more money. It is continually
wasted and their current board and executive team cannot be trusted.

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

No, they need to be brought back in to line and informed to actually prioritise their
spending by listening to the rate payers who are sick of there lack of accountability.

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

Yes, cancel all cycleways and raise 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:

Ensure the 3.3M is raised each year through leasing the stadium out etc OR if it
cannot be sell it.

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

Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us here:

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

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

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

Tell us here:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

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

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

#558

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

Do not support

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

Support

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

Support

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

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

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

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

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support

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

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

Local board priorities

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

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

2024/20257?

| do not support most priorities

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

Support community groups and community- = Fairly Important
led activities by continuing to provide local
community grants.
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Building the capacity and capability of local
community and sporting groups towards
long-term sustainable funding models and
independence through our strategic
partnerships programme.

Fairly Important

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

Fairly Important

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

Fairly Important

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

Not Important

Tell us why

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

budget 2024-2034?

Don't waste rate payers money on the climate myth, focus on community groups and

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

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

Support

Tell us why

8. Do you have any other comments?

Replace the board and sack Executive team at AT, the worst under performing COO
there is in Auckland. Go back to focusing on CORE infrastructure in Auckland, not
shiny, gold platted 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: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

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

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:

Need to look at more innovative funding sources using international funding
mechanisms

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

Bringing a new dynamic to this city and inhibiting the decline of Auckland

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

Committees , reports and studies. Just have a plan and implement it with the top
global team based on competitive bids

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

A stadium can exist in a fully developed urban setting in so doing can become more
viable and felxible

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

Proceed with the proposal
Tell us why:

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

Redevelop the port land but retain ownership by offering say 40 year leasehold and
earning continuing income exactly unlike giving it to another entity to earn the lease
payments which was done in the viaduct

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 Port needs to relocate out of the centre of Auckland to provide a new source of
developable land and amenity simillar to development in Singapore/ Sydney which is a
mix of commercial and public amenity.

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

Our grandparents and parents built Auckland, its commerce, transport and social
infrastructure. This generation has allowed it to deteriorate in almost every respect by
amalgamating personal worth, shareholder profits and not actually implementing any
stimulus to the city

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

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

Tell us why:

This is vital to the city, a new life injection, getting rid of the transport from the heart
ofteh city. can you imagine Britomart extending out to this new waterfront and making
Auckland truly a waterfront city
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5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

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

Tell us why:

Stage 2.......... we need a future

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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

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

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

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

Support

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

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

| don't know

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

Support

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

Local board priorities

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

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

2024/20257?

| do not support any priorities
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

#560

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

Not Important

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

Not Important

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

Fairly Important

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

Not Important

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

Fairly Important

Support business associations to continue
supporting local businesses and ongoing
growth, development and liveliness of town
centres, including assisting Onehunga
Business Associations proposed BID
expansion.

Very Important

Tell us why

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

budget 2024-20347?
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Encourage some mixed use and more urban development to bring back commercial
activities and jobs to this area

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

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

Support

Tell us why
8. Do you have any other comments?

In essence, having a vision for the future allows a city to evolve, adapt, and thrive in an
ever-changing world.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

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?

Better cycling infrastructure in areas that have no safe options for commuters.

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

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

| do not support stopping funding for cycleways and raised pedestrian crossings.
These issues are important for helping people switch to sustainable modes of travel
and reducing car volume on roads.

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

Spend more adding on-road cycling infrastructure to link key routes together so that
people can commute to work safely. Remove on-street parking on main arterial routes
and use the space more effectively.

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

Spend less on traffic optimisation which just encourages more people to drive and
creates further congestion.

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

| don't know
Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us why:
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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?
Tell us why:

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

| don't know
Tell us why:

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

Support

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

Support

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

Support

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

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

| don't know

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

| don't know

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

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

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

Local board priorities

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

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

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

| support most priorities

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

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

Building the capacity and capability of local  Not Important
community and sporting groups towards
long-term sustainable funding models and
independence through our strategic
partnerships programme.
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Empowering community groups and
organisations to deliver community events
through sustainable funding models.

Fairly Important

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

Fairly Important

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

Very Important

Support business associations to continue
supporting local businesses and ongoing
growth, development and liveliness of town
centres, including assisting Onehunga
Business Associations proposed BID
expansion.

Not Important

Tell us why

Not enough focus in other areas like transportation and safety.

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

budget 2024-20347

Not enough focus in other areas like transportation options and road safety. There are
no goals related to transportation and/or public spaces

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

| don't know

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: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

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?

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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less given to non rate payer responsibilities ie sports functions (Americas cup for
example). Less focus on cultural events (pride parade, pacific and asian events etc

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

So much focus on speed from Central City to Airport has created issues for locals in
the transport corridors. The focus should be on residents as they are the ones paying
for it.

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

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

So much money spent on bicycles etc, This is only of use to a limited number, but paid
for by all. Maybe charge a licence fee for cyclists - user pays

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:

Again - user pays. Most of Auckland does not go near 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
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Tell us why:

This appears a more efficient way of managing the assets to maximise the returns -
rate payers are hurting and relief is required

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:

There are too many inefficiencies in the current management structure

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

| don't know

Tell us here:

| would rather they didnt

4d. Do you have 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:

They need to be managed as a package to provide appropriate port services. Right
now spending money on developing public spaces is a non-essential use of money.
This may be built into a future plan
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5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

They need to be managed as a package to provide appropriate port services. Right
now spending money on developing public spaces is a non-essential use of money.
This may be built into a future plan

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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

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

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

Do not support

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

| don't know

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

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

| don't know

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

| don't know

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

Residential Ratepayers should not be subsidising business rates. After all, most of the

income from events etc go to businesses, not to residents

Local board priorities

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

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

2024/20257?
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| support most priorities

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

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

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

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

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

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and Fairly Important
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 Very Important
supporting local businesses and ongoing
growth, development and liveliness of town
centres, including assisting Onehunga
Business Associations proposed BID
expansion.

Tell us why
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Focus on growing self funding activities instead of giving handouts

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

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

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

Do not support

Tell us why

Focus on local

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

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

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?

Improve the councils productivity.

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

could pay less?
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| would the the council to reduce it's wasteful spending by improving its tendering
process and reduce none productive staff.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Do not support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Unfortunately Auckland council don't have a very good track record of following
through many if any of its previous proposals, its easy to say fast track rapid net works,
its the actual execution where the council continuedly fails its rate payers.

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

Roading & storm water facilities.

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

Widening roads & curbsides.

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management

Tell us why:

North Harbour need to good sports facility managed and marketed better.

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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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11% will assist the current challenges as they stand

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:

| suspect the operation would be better managed by another enitity.

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

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

Council services in my opinion aren't managed well.
4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

We should explore insurance options, the focus should be on reducing risk to avoid or
reduce future claims.

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

| don't know
Tell us why:

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

public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:

The water front could do with a face lift, not sure the council will manage it to its full

potential though.

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

| don't know

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

Support

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

Do not support

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

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

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

Do not support

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

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

properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Other

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

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

I'm sorry | don't

Local board priorities

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

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

2024/20257?

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

#619

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.

Fairly Important

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

Very Important

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

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.

Very Important

Tell us why

We need to stimulate the regional economy.
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7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-20347?

It will come down to how well they are managed.

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?

| don't know

Tell us why

8. Do you have any other comments?

Sorry not really
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

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

As 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 speeds bumps.
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal
Tell us why:
2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?
2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct
Tell us why:

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

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

Tell us why:

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

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and 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) Do not support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

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

| don't know

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

| don't know

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

| don't know

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

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

Support

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

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

Local board priorities

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

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

2024/20257?

| do not support most priorities

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

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

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.

Fairly Important

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

Not Important

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and
community to be leaders in climate action.
For example, through programmes like

Fairly Important
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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.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

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

budget 2024-20347?

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

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

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: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

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:

Happy to pay more to continue previously-planned initiatives, such as some raised
pedestrian crossings and cycleways.

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

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

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?

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

Tell us why:

Without more clarity on what will replace the Port operations it's not apparent what
value is achieved. | assume this would reduce the value generated by the Port, so
there is a clear 'loss' without a clear benefit in return.

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

| don't know

Tell us why:

Again, without a proposal for what the acquired port space will be used for | don't feel
well enough informed to have an educated opinion on the cost/benefit of this decision.

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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

Support

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

Support

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

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

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

Support

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

Support

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

Local board priorities

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

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

2024/20257?

| support most priorities

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

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

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.

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

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and Fairly Important
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 Very Important
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-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-20347?

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

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

Support

Tell us why
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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: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Your feedback

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

Proceed with the central proposal

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

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

Council support

As proposed

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

would be prepared to pay more for?

Yes.. We have visited many of the world’s great cities. All of these cities have 1 thing
in common.. except Auckland. They all have unique, very colorful, large modern art
pieces in theor parks and recreation areas. . All Auckland seems to have everywhere
we look, is Maori this and Maori that artworks. diversify please. A little of this is great..
but im confident that many Aucklanders feel that this art form is stuffed down their
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throats. Let’s hold Art competitions, modern art displays in prominent sites around
auckland. Make Auckland a place where Artists from all cultures (not just maoris)
compete to have their works shown.

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

No

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal
Tell us why:

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

Artworks in public areas from a broader range of cultures than just maoris please

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

No

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

| don't know
Tell us why:

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

Proceed with the proposal

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

Tell us here:

Move the port to another site. It's and eyesore and frankly a place of 50 years ago. In
2024 it should not be there.. Tourism, shops, stalls, artworks and vendors.

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port 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:

A et ayesore for a city in 2024. Be creative, visit overseas cities and see how
they have utilised land. Be creative.

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

Other
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Tell us why:

Demolish this eyesore and reshape it as a public place.

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

#657

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

Do not support

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

Support

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

| don't know

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

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

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

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

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

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support

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

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

Local board priorities

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

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

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?

Trains, buses, cycle ways. Higher density development,

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

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

I do not support the council doing less cycle ways and raised pedestrian crossings, nor
do | really support dynamic lanes, get people out of cars.

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

Trains.

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

Car dependant infrastructure.

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

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

| support the redevelopment of the area and sale of SOME land surrounding but this
should still be a viable and useful community amenity outside. Absolutely need to
retain the current community fields.

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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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| don’t see a problem with the diversion of this into the ‘trust’ but | am unsure why you
would then sell the shares, unless they are losing the council money? How will you
continue to fund this future fund if you are selling the thing that makes money for it?

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:

| believe that leasing the port to a private company in the long run would not benefit
the people of Auckland or Aotearoa. While under council ownership any and all profits
form the port will be invested into the city. Any profit made by a private company will be
invested directly into the company’s bank account. And we would see no benefit from
that.

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:

I’'m happy for it to be invested in either of those options.

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

Less investment in car dependency, more density, more streamlining of services.

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

Proceed with the proposal to 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 it will not affect the operation of the port then | don’t see why that area shouldn’t be
opened up for public space and usage that would benefit all Aucklanders who go to
that area.

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

Because | don’t want to see some pointless stadium that will sit empty 90% of the time
be built costing hundreds of millions for no actual benefit to anyone but people who like
rugby. We all know that’s what the council wants to do with the area. | don’t want to
see the port taken and the operation of the port to be lessened for this when it is vital.

If we had comprehensive rail networks that were able to take the load of this loss then
| could see an argument for it but | will never support an increase in trucks to ‘fix’ a
problem that isn’t there.

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.
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Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

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

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

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

Support

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

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

Support

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

Support

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?
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7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

2024/20257?

| support all priorities

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

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

Very Important

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

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 Tamaki
Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Very Important

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

Very Important
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Songbird programmes (community pest
control and biodiversity initiative).

Support business associations to continue Fairly Important
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-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-20347?

| think these priorities are good. | would only add more investment in cycle ways, and
bus lanes through areas such as Mount Wellington highway, Penrose road and great
south road. Increasing the walk-ability of areas such as mount Wellington, Sylvia park,
onehunga and Penrose

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?

| don't know

Tell us why

Don’t know enough about this

8. Do you have any other comments?

Don’t give those drop kicks in Wellington an inch until we can get parties with actual
sense back into power in 2026
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

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?

poetry and meditation

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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carbon reducing ideas, have more ability to receive koha at events, both at the gate
and circling around during performances or fireworks. Or at events receiving for
proposed events or fireworks. Online abity to give and can act as advertising if donor
wishes.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Don’t support any of the proposal

Tell us why:

Too much transport is work just to keep receiving payments. Those that really need it
are not getting it. Too many road cones in recent years.

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

meditation

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

carbon or LBCT initiatives and general mind bending activities.

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

Change the operational management

Tell us why:

Turn the place into an asset. Have Lantern Festival there. Firework shows with charge
or crowdfunding and have various pyros over days like a competition during lantern
festival/

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

If it is a sound 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:

if this is helpful financially

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

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:
If the council needs funds and can use funds.
Why does anyone need to be asked?

Is there a problem with knowing what makes more money

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

Why can't it be obvious what will cost less and provide more?

Why would the general public be privy to the finances?

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:

Do not muck around, especially if it will cost money.

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

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

Do not lead yourself into extra costs

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

Do not support

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

Support

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

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

Do not support

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

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

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support

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

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

Discontinue anything to do with climate action

Local board priorities

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

Maungakiekie-Tamaki
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Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

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

I do not support any priorities

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

Support community groups and community-  Not Important
led activities by continuing to provide local
community grants.

Building the capacity and capability of local =~ Not Important
community and sporting groups towards
long-term sustainable funding models and
independence through our strategic
partnerships programme.

Empowering community groups and Not Important
organisations to deliver community events
through sustainable funding models.

Collaborate with mana whenua and Not Important
neighbouring local boards to protect and
restore our waterways through Tamaki
Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and Not Important
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 Not Important
supporting local businesses and ongoing
growth, development and liveliness of town
centres, including assisting Onehunga
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Business Associations proposed BID
expansion.

Tell us why

Too much do good activity creates bad things.

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

Do not do any climate things.

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

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

Support

Tell us why

a lovely place to shop.
8. Do you have any other comments?

No anti family as commonly practiced things but be interested in whom is behind LGBT
and climate logic twisting activities
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

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?

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?

| 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:

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:

#753

4d. Do you have 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.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

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

Support

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

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

Support

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

Support

6b. Do you have 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?

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

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

| support all priorities

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

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

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

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

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

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and Very Important
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
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Songbird programmes (community pest
control and biodiversity initiative).

Support business associations to continue Very Important
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-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-20347

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

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

Support

Tell us why

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

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

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

Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:

AT has a job of mass transport, move as many people as safely and reliably as
possible. No more cycle lanes, bicycles move one person at a time, so for a point
where 1000 bicycles pass, 1000 people commute, 1000 cars pass that point, 1500+
people commute, 1000 buses pass, 20,000+ people commute. 1000 trains pass
200,000 people commute. Stop building cycle ways and roads, build mass transport.

AT is removing car lanes for cycleways then slowing traffic on those reduced lanes
with raised pedestrian crossings, crazy!

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

Mass transport

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

Cycle ways. We should not spend so much money on a minority, cycleways should be
removed and that space on the road used to enable bus lanes.

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
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Tell us why:

Because somewhere down the track the council will change the rules and waste the
money.

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 trust future councils using the Auckland Future Fund as advertised by the
council.

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

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:

This is part of the long term plan of moving POA away from the city center.
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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:

15 years is too short, should be a 25 year time frame

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

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

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

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

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

Do not support

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

Do not support

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

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

properties and boundaries.

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

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

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

You did not explain clearly what these changes were. In the earlier questions there
was a lot more information provided but 6a questions were a summary only.

Local board priorities

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

Maungakiekie-Tamaki,Waiheke

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

2024/20257?
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| support most priorities

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

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

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

Empowering community groups and Not Important
organisations to deliver community events
through sustainable funding models.

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

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and Not Important
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 Not Important
supporting local businesses and ongoing
growth, development and liveliness of town
centres, including assisting Onehunga
Business Associations proposed BID
expansion.

Tell us why
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Very vague about how any monies would be spent.

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

There is no link in this survey for me read. Shall | finish survey or move away to the 10
year budget?

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?

Do not support

Tell us why

Waiheke Local Board Priorities

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

| do not support most priorities

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

Delivering core council operational Very Important
services, such as mowing, track and facility
maintenance, and the library.

Programmes which protect, restore, and | don't know
enhance the island’s natural environment,
and initiatives that provide opportunities for
community connectedness, capability and
resilience.
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Working with our community and
businesses to progress actions within the
Waiheke Island Climate Action Plan.

| don't know

Progressing recommended actions within
the Waiheke Local Parks Management Plan
and the Rangihoua Reserve and Onetangi
Sports Park Reserve Management Plan.

Not Important

Working with mana whenua and
mataawaka to identify and respond to their
needs and aspirations.

Not Important

Capital projects including the Tawaipareira
Reserve playground.

Not Important

Tell us why

Not sure what any of these questions relate to, there is no brief summary on what is
proposed and no amount on what is to be spent.

To be specific, what does the second question actually means in terms of outcomes?

This is not specific therefore no.

Third

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

20347
Point 1. 100% yes

Point 2. 100% no, too vague

Point 3. 100% no.

Point 4. 75% yes, need more info supplied within the survey

Point 5. No

Point 6. No info provided so can't provide a qualified answer.

8. Do you have any other comments?

Please provide links in these questions to page 110.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

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

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

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

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?

Electric buses and train line upgrades

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

Bike 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)?

| don't know
Tell us why:

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

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

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

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund
Tell us here:

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

Tell us here:

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

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

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

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

| don't know

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

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

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

| don't know

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

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

| don't know

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

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

2024/20257?

| support most priorities

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

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

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.

Very Important

Empowering community groups and
organisations to deliver community events
through sustainable funding models.

Fairly Important

Collaborate with mana whenua and
neighbouring local boards to protect and
restore our waterways through Tamaki
Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Very Important

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and
community to be leaders in climate action.
For example, through programmes like

Very Important
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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.

Not Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347?

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate.

Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID)
programme and associated BID targeted rate?

| don't know

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: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

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 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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Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

For a start the trains, ferrys & buses DO NOT communicate or work together well & is
a direct result of ********** management at AT & kiwi rail. Public transport is better in
3rd world countries! The RFT was never meant for stupid cycleways. Let's face it,
approximately how many cyclists were we catering for? 50, 100, 1000, 10k?? The
population of AKL is 1.4mil & those numbers DO NOT justify such wastage of tax
payers money. Speed bumps DO NOT save lives. Speed cameras have a better
chance at that?! The city is so disjointed & broken up that we will NEVER have a
functioning public transport system fit for purpose, if the ********** trains aren't running

on a mild summer's day &

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

A decent bus service. Onehunga resident here & you were wrong to cut the 312 bus.
You essentially made the poorest part of this suburb suffer with inconsistent 298 or 295
service that don't cover all the same route/streets! I'm now driving my son to school
most days, across the suburbto get to Onehunga Highschool because those 2 buses
can't even do the job of 1 bus!

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

| actually DO spend less on my sons ATHOP card but more on gas because of the
inconsistent bus service & it's 2024. Stop blaming covid already!

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

| don't know

Tell us why:

Never been to that stadium as too far away, can't justify spending gas to get there. |
don't have any inclination of attending it now or in any future - unless you're planning
to host Matatini or some massive cultural event? But wait, it's North Shore -
predominantly migrant WHITE & RICH. Let them pay for their own ********** 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)?

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding

Tell us why:

You're saying you want to sell the airport shares & put the money into a new trust &

invent a new panel of experts & fat cat bureaucrats to basically get paid a fat salary to
sit on said funds until you decide what to use it for?? Well excuse the French but fcuk
me days! ********** NO!! keep your assets, charge more for parking, introduce a cat

license, up the dog rego, Up the parking fines, take a fricken pay cut but DO NOT sell
the shares & DO NOT add any more "management" to the gravy train! Stupidest idea,
EVER! Where are these brainless ideas coming from? Is the aircon not working at the

council office & someone's starved of 02? &

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

| don't know

Tell us here:

Could, should, might?? Proposed, projected?? All I'm hearing is BIG SUMMER BLOW
OUT ... who have you got there staring into her crystal ball or flipping tarot cards?! You
have absolutely NO EVIDENCE that your proposal will generate the amount of money
you're saying & no one can "forecast" the next 35yrs of retuned dividends. Another
bunch of consultants who held in their farts, that consequently traveled up their spine &
entered their brain - that's where ********** jdeas come from. Release those
Consultants immediately!

4c. If the council group continues to 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:

Obviously this "future fund " is dead to me. Dumb idea. We're needing sh1t done now
& let our kids worry about the "future" Hopefully those consultants have moved to

Aussie & ruining services for Sydney or Melbourne's rate payers

4d. Do you have 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:

How about an amphitheater or coliseum & we could host our version of Auckland
Hunger Games? Winner gets full council services with no impediment for their district?

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

You need some income generated to fund those consultants, so best to let the ports
have a chunk & pay you the dividends

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Other
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

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, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Support

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of

Support
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scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

2024/20257?

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local
community grants.

Very Important

Building the capacity and capability of local
community and sporting groups towards
long-term sustainable funding models and
independence through our strategic
partnerships programme.

Very Important

Empowering community groups and
organisations to deliver community events
through sustainable funding models.

Very Important

Collaborate with mana whenua and
neighbouring local boards to protect and
restore our waterways through Tamaki

Very Important
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Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and Fairly Important
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 Not Important
supporting local businesses and ongoing
growth, development and liveliness of town
centres, including assisting Onehunga
Business Associations proposed BID
expansion.

Tell us why

Not 8mportant to support local business association's bid to expand as where they
want to expand is further into residential area. There is also no evidence to support this
would be beneficial to Onehunga. How about you close off the mall again, like the

7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-20347?

Meh

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?

| don't know
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Tell us why

Is it going to benefit the business's in the new catchment ?? If so then well done. Who
am | to begrudge them but my concern is those business's border residential homes &
if the official area is extended what will those homes lose? Possible resell value

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more

debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport

As proposed

Water

Do more

City and local development

As proposed

Environment and regulation

Do more

Parks and Community

As proposed

Economic and cultural development

As proposed

Council support

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 forward making more space for water.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you

could pay less?

236




#838

n/a

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Cutting funding for cycling and active movement is going to be a short term solution
that costs more in the long run; I'd like to see that still funded and also funding for
pedestrian safety, especially given the amount of misinformation around that latter in
the media.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

More pedestrian safety and active transport.
2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct
Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding

Tell us why:

Selling off publicly owned assets for a one time injection of capital is short term
thinking and will cost Auckland so much more in the long run.
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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:

Leasing the port land and wharves takes it out of the control of Auckland council as
owners and means that there is too little ability for changes to be made flexibly in the
future as things change.

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port 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:

Improving rail access and using ports in other parts of the country would be better in
the long run and having more of our beautiful harbour available to the public is
something we should prioritise.
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#838

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.

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, Waitakere 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.

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

2024/20257?

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?
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Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local
community grants.

Very Important

Building the capacity and capability of local
community and sporting groups towards
long-term sustainable funding models and
independence through our strategic
partnerships programme.

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 Tamaki
Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Very Important

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and
community to be leaders in climate action.
For example, through programmes like
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and
climate action education programme in
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood
(environmental volunteer grants) and
Songbird programmes (community pest
control and biodiversity initiative).

Very Important

Support business associations to continue
supporting local businesses and ongoing
growth, development and liveliness of town
centres, including assisting Onehunga
Business Associations proposed BID
expansion.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347?
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7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate.

Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID)
programme and associated BID targeted rate?

Support

Tell us why

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more

debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport

Do more

Water

Do more

City and local development

As proposed

Environment and regulation

As proposed

Parks and Community

As proposed

Economic and cultural development

Do less

Council support

Do more

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you

would be prepared to pay more for?

No

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you

could pay less?
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No

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

| don't know

Tell us why:

| don't get around much

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:

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)?

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding

Tell us why:

Dumb idea
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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:

Make more money

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:

Keep it ticking over

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:

Don't fix it if it ain't broke

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

| don't know
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Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

#873

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support
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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 Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

Do not support

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

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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#897
Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

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?

Free public transport and improved bike and public transport 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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Less car focused development

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Raised pedestrian crossing and cycle ways should be prioritised. Why would you stop
spending on cycleways when they are one of the more cost effective ways to spend
money on infrastructure?

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Cycleways. Look how much you can do in a short time in cities like Paris.

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Dynamic lanes. No amount of dynamic lanes will help us spend less on the long run

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

| don't know
Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

| am concerned that AIAL will make decisions that benefit them in the short term and
will end up relying on the council to bail out.
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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:

| want the council to maintain more control of the port. | fear private operators of the
port will make decisions that negatively impact the community

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port 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 Port generates revenue using the infrastructure of Auckland council so it makes
sense to reinvest the profits back to maintain 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?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

The Auckland port is in a location that should be used for public good
5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?
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Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides

public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
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, Waitakere 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.

Support

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

| don't know

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

Support

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Franklin,Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Franklin Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Franklin in 2024/20257?

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Develop fit for purpose facilities and Very Important
respond to growth challenges through
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projects like the Clevedon Village Heart
programme, ‘Belmont’ Sports Park
development and the Unlock Pukekohe
programme.

Fund three-year Strategic Community
Partnerships with local organisations that
are willing to and capable of delivering
social, environmental, cultural and
economic outcomes in line with the local
board plan and support to these
organisations to deliver.

| don't know

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.

Very 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
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7c. What do you think of the Franklin proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

20347

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

Waiuku

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

2024/20257?

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local
community grants.

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 Tamaki
Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Very Important

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and
community to be leaders in climate action.

Very Important
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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 | don't know
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-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-2034?

Not enough priority for cycleways and paths

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate.

Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID)
programme and associated BID targeted rate?

Support

Tell us why

As long as the business are contributing back to the improvement of the liveability of
the neighbourhood.

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal
Tell us why:

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Continue investing in cycle lanes.
2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct
Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal
Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:
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4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund
Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides
public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

| don't know

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of

Support
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scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

2024/20257?

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local
community grants.

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.

Fairly Important

Collaborate with mana whenua and
neighbouring local boards to protect and
restore our waterways through Tamaki

Very Important
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Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and Fairly Important
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 Fairly Important
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-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-20347?

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate.

Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID)
programme and associated BID targeted rate?

| don't know

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: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

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?

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:

If it's not being used very much and in a central location, should this be developed as
housing?

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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 is the Future Fund a good investment while the Airport and Sea Port not? These
two appear to be unique and natural monopolies - surely great investments that we
already own!

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:

Port of Auckland is a national resource, not just about Auckland! How about some
central government input?

If leased, danger is that lessee will skimp on maintenance, run infrastructure into the
ground and then walk away leaving AKL with huge costs. This is pretty much what has
happened to the rail network. Does anyone think the council are competent to prevent
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:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

No change — leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the
port operations

Tell us why:

Auckland's population is growing and the port is running out of space - why on earth
would you reduce it's size?
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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:

#924

Auckland's population is growing and the port is running out of space - why on earth

would you reduce it's size?

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

| don't know

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

| don't know

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

| don't know
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Do not support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Do not support

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to | don't know
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to

properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate | don't know

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Pay the same - work smarter and do more. Make council officers accountable for their

performance and results.

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Franklin,Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Franklin Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Franklin in 2024/20257?

| do not support most priorities
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More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?
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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.

| don't know

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.

| don't know

Support environmental and cultural
restoration programmes in partnership with
Iwi including Te Kete Rukuruku (place
naming) and Te Korowai Papatuuaanuku
(environmental restoration).

| don't know

Develop “Franklin Community Occupancy
Guidelines” to inform decisions on council-
owned facility leases, including leasing
charges.

| don't know

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.

| don't know

Progress the development and delivery of
the Franklin Paths Programme.

| don't know

Deliver a refreshed approach to enabling
young people in Franklin to access services
and participate in their communities.

| don't know

Progress a Pukekohe Cemetery memorial
project that acknowledges the unmarked
graves at the site.

| don't know
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Tell us why

Where is Waiuku and Awhitu in all of this - they pay rates but get no mention!

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
Awhitu

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in
2024/20257?

| do not support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Support community groups and community- | don't know
led activities by continuing to provide local
community grants.

Building the capacity and capability of local | don't know
community and sporting groups towards
long-term sustainable funding models and
independence through our strategic
partnerships programme.

Empowering community groups and | don't know
organisations to deliver community events
through sustainable funding models.
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Collaborate with mana whenua and
neighbouring local boards to protect and
restore our waterways through Tamaki
Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

| don't know

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and
community to be leaders in climate action.
For example, through programmes like
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and
climate action education programme in
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood
(environmental volunteer grants) and
Songbird programmes (community pest
control and biodiversity initiative).

| don't know

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.

| don't know

Tell us why

Do local Boards do anything that could not be done centrally for less? Could be wrong,
but I'm not sure what the local board does that impacts me?

7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate.

Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID)
programme and associated BID targeted rate?

| don't know
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Tell us why

8. Do you have any other comments?

This "consultation" contains a massive amount of information. I'm sure well
intentioned, have to say am concerned as to who (including mel!) is able to read, fact
check, and be in a position to produce a reasoned response.

To me, Auckland suffers from generations of poor management, and local government
elections have decreasing voter turnout. Not sure anything here is going to change the
situation - is the core problem "how do we fix local democracy and get competent
governance"? Wish | had good ideas on this, but maybe it's the real issue we need to
confront?

Auckland's growing population and infrastructure pressure seem to be triggered by
Central Govt. Do they need more involvement and accountability?

Housing - we seem to be allowing good farm land to be turned into ne suburbs that
need new roads and railway stations (paid for by who??). Why aren't we building up
around existing transport infrastructure and encouraging less dependence on cars?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

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

As 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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Review operating plane line by line and remove anything that is not core (and that
could well be an interesting debate) - things like water, rubbish, roads etc

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Do not support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

AT needs to dramatically reduce the cost of operations - there has been wide spread
public commentary on cones, crossings etc. Get back to basics, implement
repairs/fixes that last and ensure ne infrastructure is built to a standard of 50 years
plus.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

The entire budget should be reduced and reprioritised.

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

AT as an entity is simply too expensive and delivers too little. The various functions
should be separated to provide transparancey EG supply of public transport, roading,
Parking and infringements.

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?
Other

Tell us why:

The stadium should aim to be financially independent other than CAPEX requests
supported by an appropriate business case - If there is no commercial value then it
should be divested - there are plenty of playing field throughout AKL but only a handful
of stadia.
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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:

The only justification for the council owning commercial businesses is to offset the cost
of providing public services. As such the investment/return should be maximized and
used to offset costs

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?
Other

Tell us here:

In general | would support the idea however the provided alternatives are restrictive
and there could well be other options but again it should maximize the return to
ratepayers

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port 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 previously mentioned.
4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?
Tell us here:

As previously mentioned.

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?
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Other

Tell us why:

Insufficient information - Does the port require this land given that Tauranga is unable
to expand?

ports in general are moving from their prime positioning in city centers to mor transport
access-based locations - however in AKL we do not have a clear alternative. Whilst
Whangarei is a natural deep water harbor it adds time and substantial cost to upgrade
the transport corridor.

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Other

Tell us why:
As Above

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Do not support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Do not support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.
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Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Do not support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Do not support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Do not support

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

Do not support

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Ratepayers who are only a proportion of the council service consumers, are not an
endless source of funding. In additional it is difficult to equate increased charges with
reduced services and in many cases, reduced capacity to pay. Ideally the council

275




#927

would determine what it needs to provide core services and IF there was any surplus e
could debate the endless list of potential extras.

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

2024/20257?

| do not support any priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local
community grants.

Not Important

Building the capacity and capability of local
community and sporting groups towards
long-term sustainable funding models and
independence through our strategic
partnerships programme.

Fairly Important

Empowering community groups and
organisations to deliver community events
through sustainable funding models.

Fairly Important

Collaborate with mana whenua and
neighbouring local boards to protect and
restore our waterways through Tamaki
Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Not Important

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and
community to be leaders in climate action.
For example, through programmes like

Not Important

276




#927

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 Not Important
supporting local businesses and ongoing
growth, development and liveliness of town
centres, including assisting Onehunga
Business Associations proposed BID
expansion.

Tell us why

The provided scale does not give sufficient spread, however rate payer funding should
be limited

7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-20347?

Not much.

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?

Do not support

Tell us why

as previously stated.
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8. Do you have any other comments?

There is a fundamental issue with AKL super city council structure and accountability.
ALL CCO should be directly accountable to the mayor and council, AT in particular
seems to be a law to itself.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

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?

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you

could pay less?

Less funding of events - cultural, sports, etc. It's not a core function of the Council and

the ratepayer should not be paying for it.
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal
Tell us why:
2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?
2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?
Other

Tell us why:

Sell it - it's a waste of council 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?

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) | don't know
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
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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, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

| don't know

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

| don't know

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
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?

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in
2024/20257?

| do not support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Support community groups and community- Not Important
led activities by continuing to provide local
community grants.

Building the capacity and capability of local  Not Important
community and sporting groups towards
long-term sustainable funding models and
independence through our strategic
partnerships programme.

Empowering community groups and Not Important
organisations to deliver community events
through sustainable funding models.

Collaborate with mana whenua and Not Important
neighbouring local boards to protect and
restore our waterways through Tamaki
Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and Not Important
community to be leaders in climate action.
For example, through programmes like
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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.

Not Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347?

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate.

Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID)
programme and associated BID targeted rate?

| don't know

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: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

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

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:
2a. Is there anything you 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:

#939

4d. Do you have 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.

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Do not support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.
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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?

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

2024/20257?

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local
community grants.

Very Important

Building the capacity and capability of local
community and sporting groups towards
long-term sustainable funding models and
independence through our strategic
partnerships programme.

Fairly Important

Empowering community groups and
organisations to deliver community events
through sustainable funding models.

Not Important

Collaborate with mana whenua and
neighbouring local boards to protect and
restore our waterways through Tamaki
Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Not Important

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and
community to be leaders in climate action.
For example, through programmes like

Not Important
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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.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347?

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate.

Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID)
programme and associated BID targeted rate?

Support

Tell us why

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

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?

More public transport options. Make more reliable.

Congestion charge to fund
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1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

Less big road building. More focus of public transport.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Making travel alternatives is most important to reduce congestion
2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Less on govt trips and expenditures

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

| don't know
Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

| don't know

Tell us why:

Wait for better ROl on shares and deversify
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4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services
Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides
public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:
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6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the Support
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which Support
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. | don't know

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse | don't know
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to | don't know
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate | don't know
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in
2024/20257?

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Support community groups and community- = Very Important
led activities by continuing to provide local
community grants.

Building the capacity and capability of local ~ Very Important
community and sporting groups towards
long-term sustainable funding models and
independence through our strategic
partnerships programme.
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Empowering community groups and
organisations to deliver community events
through sustainable funding models.

Very Important

Collaborate with mana whenua and
neighbouring local boards to protect and
restore our waterways through Tamaki
Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Very Important

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and
community to be leaders in climate action.
For example, through programmes like
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and
climate action education programme in
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood
(environmental volunteer grants) and
Songbird programmes (community pest
control and biodiversity initiative).

Very Important

Support business associations to continue
supporting local businesses and ongoing
growth, development and liveliness of town
centres, including assisting Onehunga
Business Associations proposed BID
expansion.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347?

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate.

Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID)
programme and associated BID targeted rate?

Support
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Tell us why

8. Do you have any other comments?

297



#955

Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more

debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport

Do more

Water

Do more

City and local development

As proposed

Environment and regulation

Do more

Parks and Community

As proposed

Economic and cultural development

Do less

Council support

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?

Cycling infrastructure and public transport options

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you

could pay less?
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Consultation - it's a waste of time and money

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Do not agree with removing funding for cycleways

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Cycleways to reduce cyclist and pedestrian accidents and fatalities

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Dynamic lanes - don't reward drivers, it just incentivises driving.

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

| don't know

Tell us why:

Not a north shore resident, don't know enough.

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

| don't know
Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund
Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides
public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

| don't know

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in
2024/20257?

| don't know

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Support community groups and community- | don't know
led activities by continuing to provide local
community grants.

Building the capacity and capability of local | don't know
community and sporting groups towards
long-term sustainable funding models and
independence through our strategic
partnerships programme.
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Empowering community groups and
organisations to deliver community events
through sustainable funding models.

| don't know

Collaborate with mana whenua and
neighbouring local boards to protect and
restore our waterways through Tamaki
Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

| don't know

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and
community to be leaders in climate action.
For example, through programmes like
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and
climate action education programme in
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood
(environmental volunteer grants) and
Songbird programmes (community pest
control and biodiversity initiative).

| don't know

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.

| don't know

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347?

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate.

Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID)
programme and associated BID targeted rate?

| don't know
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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: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water As proposed
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development Do more
Council support Do more

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

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?

Do not support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Public transport and making areas more easily accessible by foot and bike should be
the priorities.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Public transport optimisation

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Anything based on current car-centric structure of Auckland

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)?

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?

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

We can invest in our future by investing in improved public services
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:
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6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the Support
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which Do not support
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse | don't know
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to

properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate | don't know

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

No

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

2024/20257?

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local
community grants.

Very Important

Building the capacity and capability of local
community and sporting groups towards
long-term sustainable funding models and

Very Important
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independence through our strategic
partnerships programme.

Empowering community groups and
organisations to deliver community events
through sustainable funding models.

Very Important

Collaborate with mana whenua and
neighbouring local boards to protect and
restore our waterways through Tamaki
Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Very Important

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and
community to be leaders in climate action.
For example, through programmes like
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and
climate action education programme in
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood
(environmental volunteer grants) and
Songbird programmes (community pest
control and biodiversity initiative).

Very Important

Support business associations to continue
supporting local businesses and ongoing
growth, development and liveliness of town
centres, including assisting Onehunga
Business Associations proposed BID
expansion.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347?

They sound good

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.
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Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID)
programme and associated BID targeted rate?

| don't know

Tell us why

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: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

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?

Transport/traffic

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal
Tell us why:

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Walking and 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)?

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) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Support

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of

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: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development Do more
Council support Do more

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

| support faster and reliable transport for a better public transport experience. | do not
support the stopping of cycle lanes across Auckland as it reduces people to only a few
methods of travel.

2a. Is there anything you 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
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Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund
Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area
Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

| don't know

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Do not support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to | don't know
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to

properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
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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?

Henderson-Massey,Maungakiekie-Tamaki,Waitakere Ranges,Whau

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities
7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025?
| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Our People — create opportunities that Very Important
support connectedness, diversity and
inclusion in our community.

Our Environment — focus on initiatives that ~ Very Important
increase tree canopy cover, improve water
health and provide for resilient and low
carbon communities across Henderson-
Massey.

Our Community — ensure the maintenance  Very Important
and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local
services and spaces meet the needs of our
diverse communities.

Our Places — support initiatives that Very Important
improve walking and cycling opportunities.
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Our Economy — continue to support the
Western Initiative to deliver the Youth
Connections programme.

Very Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Henderson-Massey proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347?

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

2024/20257?

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local
community grants.

Very Important

Building the capacity and capability of local
community and sporting groups towards
long-term sustainable funding models and
independence through our strategic
partnerships programme.

Very Important

Empowering community groups and
organisations to deliver community events
through sustainable funding models.

Very Important

Collaborate with mana whenua and
neighbouring local boards to protect and
restore our waterways through Tamaki
Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Very Important

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and
community to be leaders in climate action.
For example, through programmes like

Very Important
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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 Very Important
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-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-20347?

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate.

Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID)
programme and associated BID targeted rate?

Support

Tell us why

Waitakere Ranges Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Waitakere Ranges in 2024/20257?

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?
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Initiatives to support community resilience
and safety.

Very Important

Progress priority actions from the Waitakere
Ranges Local Climate Plan (currently under
development).

Very Important

Restoration and enhancement of significant
ecological areas on local parks and in buffer
zones around the regional park.

Very Important

Operating grants for arts and culture
programmes delivered by our community
arts partners, such as Te Uru.

Very Important

Continue to activate library spaces with
programmes, services and events.

Very Important

Operating grants to support Glen Eden and
Titirangi Community Houses.

Very Important

Invest in our relationship with mana
whenua, Te Kawerau a Maki.

Very Important

Initiatives to support youth/rangatahi.

Very Important

Progress an application for Waitakere
Ranges Heritage Area to become a dark
sky place.

Very Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Waitakere Ranges proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347

Whau Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Whau in 2024/20257?

| support all priorities
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We will work with our partners to build
community capacity, from
climate/emergency preparedness and
community resilience to increased
participation and community capability.

Very Important

We will encourage and support
volunteerism and community participation,
especially through environmental and
ecological initiatives around the Manukau
Harbour and foreshore, the Whau River and
its tributaries, and our urban ngahere.

Very Important

We will continue to undertake governance-
level engagement and collaboration with
mana whenua and the other west Auckland
local boards.

Very Important

We will work with the local BIDs where
possible, to support local economy and to
realise shared goals around climate action,
community connection and belonging.

Very Important

We will consider accessibility and inclusion
across our services, engagement, and
other initiatives.

Very Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Whau proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

20347

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do less
Water Do more
City and local development Do less

Environment and regulation

As proposed

Parks and Community

As proposed

Economic and cultural development

Do less

Council support

As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you

would be prepared to pay more for?

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you

could pay less?

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?
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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?

Trees in the city center taking up car park spaces. Purchase less road cones... If you
sold them all you'll have funding for quite some time.

Raised pedestrian crossings area joke.

Cycle lanes - No one uses them and they have congested the roads m ore by
narrowing the roads and the cyclists have less room on the roads which they still use.

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?
Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

No train or decent acd3ess when games on - Will never go there again. 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)?

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding

Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?
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Other

Tell us here:

POAL Have recently increased the ratres to operate there to such an extent it is not
sustainable for many operators to continue operating fr3om the Port. Resulting in a
loss of revenue, Auckland Council has already turned most of the working Harbour
waterfront into cafes etc. There are enough..Don't need more cafes... What we need
is more functional commercial water space made available to Maritime operators at a
reasonable cost...Alas | believe its already gone too far and butchered the Maritime
industry in Auckland.

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:

Already too costly to operate out of the Port and you idiots want to raise the fees even
more....

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

No change — leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the
port operations

Tell us why:

Auckland does not need more waterfront cafes, trees at the expense of functioning
practical commercial Maritime operational water space. Develop Cooks and Marsden
to fulfill the horrendous shortage of practical usable Commercial maritime operational
space.
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5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

As above

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

#974

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems 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.
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Support

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

Support

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

2024/20257?

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.

Very Important

Building the capacity and capability of local
community and sporting groups towards
long-term sustainable funding models and
independence through our strategic
partnerships programme.

Very Important

Empowering community groups and
organisations to deliver community events
through sustainable funding models.

Very Important

Collaborate with mana whenua and
neighbouring local boards to protect and
restore our waterways through Tamaki
Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Very Important

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and
community to be leaders in climate action.
For example, through programmes like
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and
climate action education programme in
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood
(environmental volunteer grants) and
Songbird programmes (community pest
control and biodiversity initiative).

Fairly Important

Support business associations to continue
supporting local businesses and ongoing
growth, development and liveliness of town
centres, including assisting Onehunga
Business Associations proposed BID
expansion.

Very Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347?
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7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate.

Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID)
programme and associated BID targeted rate?

| don't know

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: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

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?

Removal of bus lanes would be great.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you

could pay less?
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In these surveys you never address the elephant in the room. A lot of highly paid
council employees. What percentage of the budget does that account for? So fewer
people over 100k salary

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

It all sounds good... but words like "optimisation:" don't actually mean anything. Or
they mean different things to different people.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

bus shelters are a good idea in a wet city.

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?
Cycle lanes and speed bumps.

But it's not actually a binary decision. How about we work on efficiency of the
employees. so, you deliver more with less? Council employees are slower than
private sector employees. Fix that issue and you can deliver more.

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:

rates cant be the only income

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port 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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there is no information from the ports here as to what they need in the future. You are
asking us to make uninformed decisions. And then you will tell us its democracy.

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Do not support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Do not support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

| don't know

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing

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.

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to | don't know
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to

properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

2024/20257?

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?
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Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local
community grants.

Not Important

Building the capacity and capability of local
community and sporting groups towards
long-term sustainable funding models and
independence through our strategic
partnerships programme.

Not Important

Empowering community groups and
organisations to deliver community events
through sustainable funding models.

Not Important

Collaborate with mana whenua and
neighbouring local boards to protect and
restore our waterways through Tamaki
Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Not Important

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and
community to be leaders in climate action.
For example, through programmes like
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and
climate action education programme in
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood
(environmental volunteer grants) and
Songbird programmes (community pest
control and biodiversity initiative).

Not Important

Support business associations to continue
supporting local businesses and ongoing
growth, development and liveliness of town
centres, including assisting Onehunga
Business Associations proposed BID
expansion.

Very Important

Tell us why

business brings in income. lIts easy to be environmentally focussed when you have
money. so focus on what will drive results.
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7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-20347?

There are no targets.... its hardly measurable

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate.

Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID)
programme and associated BID targeted rate?

Support

Tell us why

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport

Do more

Water

Do more

City and local development

As proposed

Environment and regulation

Do more

Parks and Community

As proposed

Economic and cultural development

Do 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?

just focus on the basics!

340




#1038

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Do not support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

stopping some previously-planned initiatives, such as some raised pedestrian
crossings and cycleways - this is stupid, stop relying on cars! that is not the future! its
to expensive, we need more cycleways and public transport

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

cycleways and public transport

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

ROADS!

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

| don't know

Tell us why:

| dont live 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)?

| don't know
Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

| don't know
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Tell us here:

dont know enough about 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:
4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?
Tell us here:

please stop adding costs to people

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

| don't know

Tell us why:

don't know enough

6a. What do you think of these proposals?
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

| don't know

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

| don't know

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

| don't know

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to | don't know
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate | don't know
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in
2024/20257?

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Support community groups and community- = Very Important
led activities by continuing to provide local
community grants.

Building the capacity and capability of local ~ Very Important
community and sporting groups towards
long-term sustainable funding models and
independence through our strategic
partnerships programme.
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Empowering community groups and
organisations to deliver community events
through sustainable funding models.

Very Important

Collaborate with mana whenua and
neighbouring local boards to protect and
restore our waterways through Tamaki
Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Very Important

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and
community to be leaders in climate action.
For example, through programmes like
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and
climate action education programme in
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood
(environmental volunteer grants) and
Songbird programmes (community pest
control and biodiversity initiative).

Very Important

Support business associations to continue
supporting local businesses and ongoing
growth, development and liveliness of town
centres, including assisting Onehunga
Business Associations proposed BID
expansion.

Very Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347?

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate.

Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID)
programme and associated BID targeted rate?

| don't know
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Tell us why

what is this?

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport As proposed
Water As proposed
City and local development Do less

Environment and regulation As proposed
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development Do less

Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

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?

Keep working on the cycleways. Cycling is gaining more and more traction, and will
make a real difference long-term

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

| don't know

Tell us why:

Ive never used it cause | live on the other side of town. If it contributes meaninfully to
the regions around it, then consider keeping, otherwise consider redeveloping

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

A future-fund is more important than the AIAL shares

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund
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Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund
Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides
public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
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increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Do not support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Do not support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

| don't know
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Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

Support

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

2024/20257?

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local
community grants.

Not Important

Building the capacity and capability of local
community and sporting groups towards
long-term sustainable funding models and
independence through our strategic
partnerships programme.

Not Important

Empowering community groups and
organisations to deliver community events
through sustainable funding models.

Fairly Important
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Collaborate with mana whenua and Fairly Important
neighbouring local boards to protect and
restore our waterways through Tamaki
Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and Not Important
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 Very Important
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-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-20347?

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate.

Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID)
programme and associated BID targeted rate?

Support

Tell us why

352



#1043

8. Do you have any other comments?
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#1059
Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

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?

Transport solutions including 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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Roading projects

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

| do not support stopping some previously-planned initiatives, such as some raised
pedestrian crossings and cycleways.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Public transport subsidies and efficiency

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Car-centric infrastructure

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?

No change — leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the
port operations

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area
Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
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the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Support
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Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

Support

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

2024/20257?

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local
community grants.

Fairly Important

Building the capacity and capability of local
community and sporting groups towards
long-term sustainable funding models and
independence through our strategic
partnerships programme.

Not Important

Empowering community groups and
organisations to deliver community events
through sustainable funding models.

Fairly Important
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Collaborate with mana whenua and Fairly Important
neighbouring local boards to protect and
restore our waterways through Tamaki
Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and Fairly Important
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 Fairly Important
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-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-20347?

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate.

Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID)
programme and associated BID targeted rate?

Support

Tell us why
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8. Do you have any other comments?
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#1090
Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

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 council services because | do NOT want to pay more.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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remove city and local development, environment and regulation, parks and community,
economic and cultural development and council support.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:

cut all council spending. You need to spend within your means.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

No, nothing at all.

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

food, power, water, fuel, wifi, rates, insurance

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Change the operational management

Tell us why:

council's spending is putting a burden on all tax payers. Stop your spending.

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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?

Continue to use it to fund council services
Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

No change — leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the
port operations

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area
Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Do not support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Do not support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Do not support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in
2024/20257?

| do not support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Support community groups and community- Not Important
led activities by continuing to provide local
community grants.

Building the capacity and capability of local  Not Important
community and sporting groups towards
long-term sustainable funding models and
independence through our strategic
partnerships programme.
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Empowering community groups and
organisations to deliver community events
through sustainable funding models.

Not Important

Collaborate with mana whenua and
neighbouring local boards to protect and
restore our waterways through Tamaki
Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Not Important

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and
community to be leaders in climate action.
For example, through programmes like
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and
climate action education programme in
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood
(environmental volunteer grants) and
Songbird programmes (community pest
control and biodiversity initiative).

Not Important

Support business associations to continue
supporting local businesses and ongoing
growth, development and liveliness of town
centres, including assisting Onehunga
Business Associations proposed BID
expansion.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347?

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate.

Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID)
programme and associated BID targeted rate?

Support
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Tell us why

8. Do you have any other comments?

yes, i support
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more

debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development Do less
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do less

Economic and cultural development

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 housing projects and urban development projects

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you

could pay less?
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Sell off under utilised Council buildings.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:
Public safety features, such as raised pedestrian crossings should not be stopped.

There should be more user pay options (particularly Development Contributions, and
congestion charging).

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Public safety options.

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?
Subsidising new developments.

Road cones...

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

It is under utilised. Create a smaller stadium and more public friendly environment
around 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
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Tell us why:

Auckland Airport should stay in the ownership of Auckland Council.

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?
Other

Tell us here:

A long-term solution to moving the port is needed. Focus on short term operational
needs, but progress options to move the port and repurpose the land (including selling
to private developers).

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port 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 is not a good idea.

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?
Tell us here:

The Auckland Future Fund is not a good idea. It will be operated on a profit
maximisation scale, and not focus on the greater, long-term good of Auckland.

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.
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Start the processes of moving Auckland Port out of Auckland and transferring land

back to Auckland Council.

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:

Start the processes of moving Auckland Port out of Auckland and transferring land

back to Auckland Council.

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support
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Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Do not support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Do not support

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

Support

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Maungakiekie-Tamaki
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Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in
2024/20257?

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local
community grants.

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.

Not Important

Collaborate with mana whenua and
neighbouring local boards to protect and
restore our waterways through Tamaki
Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Very Important

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and
community to be leaders in climate action.
For example, through programmes like
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and
climate action education programme in
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood
(environmental volunteer grants) and
Songbird programmes (community pest
control and biodiversity initiative).

Fairly Important

Support business associations to continue
supporting local businesses and ongoing
growth, development and liveliness of town
centres, including assisting Onehunga

Not Important
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Business Associations proposed BID
expansion.

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-20347

Focus on supporting core priorities that align with encouraging growth in the local area,

while targeting climate/environment issues.

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate.

Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID)
programme and associated BID targeted rate?

Support

Tell us why

8. Do you have any other comments?

374



#1107
Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Your feedback
1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Proceed with the central proposal

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do less
Water Do more
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation Do less
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?

Remove any cost associated with reducing carbon dioxide emissions - such as the
cost to convert to electrification of transport., constructing charging facilities, and
cycleways. Use the principle of 'adaptation' to combat any future uncertain / unknown
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climate change effects and use the principle of 'mitigation’ for any known / defined
climate change effects. Afterall, climate will always change controlled by the Sun with
anthropogenic effects of almost negatable impact.

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
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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) Do not support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
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increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Do not support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Support
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Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

Support

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

2024/20257?

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local
community grants.

Fairly Important

Building the capacity and capability of local
community and sporting groups towards
long-term sustainable funding models and
independence through our strategic
partnerships programme.

Fairly Important

Empowering community groups and
organisations to deliver community events
through sustainable funding models.

Fairly Important
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Collaborate with mana whenua and
neighbouring local boards to protect and
restore our waterways through Tamaki
Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Not Important

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and
community to be leaders in climate action.
For example, through programmes like
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and
climate action education programme in
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood
(environmental volunteer grants) and
Songbird programmes (community pest
control and biodiversity initiative).

Not Important

Support business associations to continue
supporting local businesses and ongoing
growth, development and liveliness of town
centres, including assisting Onehunga
Business Associations proposed BID
expansion.

Very Important

Tell us why

Maori specific input is equal to and no more important than any other ethnic group.

7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347?

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate.

Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID)
programme and associated BID targeted rate?

Support
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Tell us why

8. Do you have any other comments?

381



#1108
Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

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?

Significant expansion of public transport network and intensification at scale of central
suburbs

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 maintenance on roads and no expansion of existing roading networks

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Stopping raised pedestrian tables and cycleway development is petty and stupid.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Making public transport more reliable.

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Do not fully fund the unsealed roads programme. Auckland has extensive road
network and it should not be expanded any further. It only encourages developmental
sprawl. Cancel Lake Road improvements unless it comes with a massive
intensification of Devonport and Takapuna

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct,Change the operational management

Tell us why:

As an asset is appears underutilised

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding
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Tell us why:

AIAL whilst providing a good return and a strategic asset should not be publicly listed
as a monopoly asset. In order for it to be a proper gateway for NZ it will necessary for
a complete change of governance and potentially becoming publicly owned.

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?
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Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides

public benefit, within 15 years

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing

Support

385



#1108

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

2024/20257?

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?
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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.

Fairly Important

Collaborate with mana whenua and
neighbouring local boards to protect and
restore our waterways through Tamaki
Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Very Important

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and
community to be leaders in climate action.
For example, through programmes like
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and
climate action education programme in
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood
(environmental volunteer grants) and
Songbird programmes (community pest
control and biodiversity initiative).

Very Important

Support business associations to continue
supporting local businesses and ongoing
growth, development and liveliness of town
centres, including assisting Onehunga
Business Associations proposed BID
expansion.

Very Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347?
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Do not removed the Onehunga KiwiRail designation, incredibly short-sighted.

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate.

Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID)
programme and associated BID targeted rate?

Support

Tell us why

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

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

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?

| would be prepared to pay more for more train services, which are faster and more
reliable (e.g. double-tracking Onehunga, train to the airport, connect Onehunga to
Avondale, train-line to East Auckland, train-line to Westgate/Kumeu).
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1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

| would like some raised crossings on dangerous pedestrian-frequented intersections,
particularly if it's not an arterial.

Grade-separated cycleways are fantastic when done right, and would bring in a lot of
"casual" cyclists instead of the current risk-tolerant cyclists who are comfortable cycling
in traffic.

It would be great to have buses that get priority at lights, to speed up our public
transport without slowing down traffic (the cars going with the bus's direction get to
flow more quickly too, so it's not slowing them down).

I'd like to see more rail infrastructure rather than busways, such as for the
Northwestern rapid transit route. There's already rail in Kumeu and it would greatly
extend our rail network, which is capable of handling more density and is
internationally a clear preferable option to buses.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

New railway lines!

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Busways and new roads.

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

| don't know

Tell us why:
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4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal
Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund
Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:
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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?

#1114

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

| don't know

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

| don't know
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Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Do not support

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

Support

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

2024/20257?

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?
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Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local
community grants.

Very Important

Building the capacity and capability of local
community and sporting groups towards
long-term sustainable funding models and
independence through our strategic
partnerships programme.

Very Important

Empowering community groups and
organisations to deliver community events
through sustainable funding models.

Very Important

Collaborate with mana whenua and
neighbouring local boards to protect and
restore our waterways through Tamaki
Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Fairly Important

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and
community to be leaders in climate action.
For example, through programmes like
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and
climate action education programme in
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood
(environmental volunteer grants) and
Songbird programmes (community pest
control and biodiversity initiative).

Very Important

Support business associations to continue
supporting local businesses and ongoing
growth, development and liveliness of town
centres, including assisting Onehunga
Business Associations proposed BID
expansion.

Very Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347?
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7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate.

Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID)
programme and associated BID targeted rate?

Support

Tell us why

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Proceed with the central proposal

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport As proposed
Water As proposed
City and local development Do less

Environment and regulation As proposed
Parks and Community As proposed
Economic and cultural development Do less

Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?
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Support most of the proposal
Tell us why:

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

improving public transport, especially as the govt. is moving in the opposite direction.
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:

Not used enough

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding

Tell us why:

Council should have some influence over such an important area of infrastructure as
the airport.

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

Tell us here:

We would lose any control over the port for 35 years, couldn't shift the port as will be
necessary, and returns may be worse than predicted.

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:

Some mix of the 2.

4d. Do you have 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:

398



6a. What do you think of these proposals?
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

399




#1137

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to | don't know
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate | don't know
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in
2024/20257?

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Support community groups and community-  Fairly Important
led activities by continuing to provide local
community grants.

Building the capacity and capability of local  Fairly Important
community and sporting groups towards
long-term sustainable funding models and
independence through our strategic
partnerships programme.
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Empowering community groups and
organisations to deliver community events
through sustainable funding models.

Fairly Important

Collaborate with mana whenua and
neighbouring local boards to protect and
restore our waterways through Tamaki
Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Very Important

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and
community to be leaders in climate action.
For example, through programmes like
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and
climate action education programme in
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood
(environmental volunteer grants) and
Songbird programmes (community pest
control and biodiversity initiative).

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.

Very Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347?

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate.

Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID)
programme and associated BID targeted rate?

| don't know
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Tell us why

8. Do you have any other comments?
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#1172
Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Your feedback
1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:

It is essential for the city
2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?
2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

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:

It does not make economic sense

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council
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Tell us here:

It makes economic sense and maintains control. Fremantle is a good example of
where council /government maintains ownership

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) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
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increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

| don't know
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Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

Do not support

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

2024/20257?

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local
community grants.

Very Important

Building the capacity and capability of local
community and sporting groups towards
long-term sustainable funding models and
independence through our strategic
partnerships programme.

Very Important

Empowering community groups and
organisations to deliver community events
through sustainable funding models.

Very Important
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Collaborate with mana whenua and Very Important
neighbouring local boards to protect and
restore our waterways through Tamaki
Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and Very Important
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 Very Important
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-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-20347?

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate.

Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID)
programme and associated BID targeted rate?

Support

Tell us why
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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: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Other

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport As proposed
Water As proposed
City and local development Do less
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more

Economic and cultural development

As proposed

Council support

As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you

would be prepared to pay more for?

Invest in cycleways- connect Auckland cycle paths enabling safe biking.

Sort out the disaster that is 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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Sell golf courses

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Do not support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Cycling is key to get more cars off roads. Invest in more cycle and pedestrian
pathways to make Auckland an accessible , active city

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?
Southern bike pathway . Libraries

Arts and music

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Sport events , golf courses , more roads

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)?

Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding
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Tell us why:
Nil

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services
Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Transfer Bledisloe Terminal to council to be used for something else, that provides
public benefit, within 15 years
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Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the Do not support
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which Do not support
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse Do not support
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.
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Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Do not support

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

Support

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

2024/20257?

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Support community groups and community-  Not Important
led activities by continuing to provide local
community grants.
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Building the capacity and capability of local = Not Important
community and sporting groups towards
long-term sustainable funding models and
independence through our strategic
partnerships programme.

Empowering community groups and Not Important
organisations to deliver community events
through sustainable funding models.

Collaborate with mana whenua and Not Important
neighbouring local boards to protect and
restore our waterways through Tamaki
Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and Fairly Important
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 Not Important
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-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-20347

Nil

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses
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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?

Do not support

Tell us why

8. Do you have any other comments?

Nil
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

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

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?

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?

Continue to use it to fund council services
Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area
Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
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programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Support

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

Support
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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?

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in
2024/20257?

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Support community groups and community- Not Important
led activities by continuing to provide local
community grants.

Building the capacity and capability of local  Not Important
community and sporting groups towards
long-term sustainable funding models and
independence through our strategic
partnerships programme.

Empowering community groups and Not Important
organisations to deliver community events
through sustainable funding models.

Collaborate with mana whenua and Not Important
neighbouring local boards to protect and
restore our waterways through Tamaki
Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and Not Important
community to be leaders in climate action.
For example, through programmes like
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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.

Very Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347?

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate.

Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID)
programme and associated BID targeted rate?

Support

Tell us why

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Your feedback
1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Proceed with the central proposal

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development Do more
Council support Do less

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

| would like to see Trams and public transport to and from the Airport e.g. trams

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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Less mowing of grass that is already short. | see this all the time at the park on
Barrack Rd, Mt Wellington and | think this is a waste of resources and is bad for the
environment.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Do not support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

| feel improving public transport is vital for the future success of Auckland
2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?
2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

| feel Auckland has enough sports 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:

| don't see an issue with selling Auckland Airport shares as these aren't the Councils
core mandate.
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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:

| don't think it's the Council's core mandate to run port activities

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services
Tell us here:

4d. Do you have 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) Do not support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the Do not support
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which Do not support
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools. Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse Do not support
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to | don't know
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in
2024/20257?

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Support community groups and community-  Fairly Important
led activities by continuing to provide local
community grants.

Building the capacity and capability of local = Not Important
community and sporting groups towards
long-term sustainable funding models and
independence through our strategic
partnerships programme.
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Empowering community groups and
organisations to deliver community events
through sustainable funding models.

Not Important

Collaborate with mana whenua and
neighbouring local boards to protect and
restore our waterways through Tamaki
Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Not Important

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and
community to be leaders in climate action.
For example, through programmes like
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and
climate action education programme in
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood
(environmental volunteer grants) and
Songbird programmes (community pest
control and biodiversity initiative).

Fairly Important

Support business associations to continue
supporting local businesses and ongoing
growth, development and liveliness of town
centres, including assisting Onehunga
Business Associations proposed BID
expansion.

Not Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347?

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate.

Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID)
programme and associated BID targeted rate?

Do not support
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Tell us why

8. Do you have any other comments?
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#1266
Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Your feedback
1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

| don’t know

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport 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?

Safer, segregated 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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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

| support improving public transport. | do not support stopping cycleways.

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?

| 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 believe in selling off Auckland Airport.

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

| don't know
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Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services
Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

| don't know
Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

| don't know

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

| don't know

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

| don't know

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

| don't know

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of

| don't know
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scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

2024/20257?

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local
community grants.

Very Important

Building the capacity and capability of local
community and sporting groups towards
long-term sustainable funding models and
independence through our strategic
partnerships programme.

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 Tamaki

Very Important
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Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and Very Important
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 Fairly Important
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-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-20347?

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate.

Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID)
programme and associated BID targeted rate?

| don't know

Tell us why

8. Do you have any other comments?

435
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

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?

Active mode (Cycling, walking) and public transport initiatives have excellent return on
investment and benefit to Aucklands development.

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

436



#1272

Greenfield low density development, car centric roading improvements.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:

Increased funding is the only responsible item here.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Cycling and walking improvements such as crossings, protected and connected
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:

Poor utilization and land use so makes sense to sell.

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Do not support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in
2024/20257?

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Support community groups and community- = Very Important
led activities by continuing to provide local
community grants.

Building the capacity and capability of local ~ Very Important
community and sporting groups towards
long-term sustainable funding models and
independence through our strategic
partnerships programme.
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Empowering community groups and
organisations to deliver community events
through sustainable funding models.

Very Important

Collaborate with mana whenua and
neighbouring local boards to protect and
restore our waterways through Tamaki
Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Very Important

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and
community to be leaders in climate action.
For example, through programmes like
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and
climate action education programme in
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood
(environmental volunteer grants) and
Songbird programmes (community pest
control and biodiversity initiative).

Very Important

Support business associations to continue
supporting local businesses and ongoing
growth, development and liveliness of town
centres, including assisting Onehunga
Business Associations proposed BID
expansion.

Very Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347?

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate.

Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID)
programme and associated BID targeted rate?

Support
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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: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

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

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared 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?
Other

Tell us here:

sell your shares and let a private company run the port properly

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:

#1344

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

No change — leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the

port operations

Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Do not support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate

Do not support
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from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Do not support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Do not support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?
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7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

2024/20257?

| do not support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local
community grants.

Not Important

Building the capacity and capability of local
community and sporting groups towards
long-term sustainable funding models and
independence through our strategic
partnerships programme.

Fairly Important

Empowering community groups and
organisations to deliver community events
through sustainable funding models.

Not Important

Collaborate with mana whenua and
neighbouring local boards to protect and
restore our waterways through Tamaki
Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Not Important

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and
community to be leaders in climate action.
For example, through programmes like
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and
climate action education programme in
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood
(environmental volunteer grants) and

Not Important
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Songbird programmes (community pest
control and biodiversity initiative).

Support business associations to continue Fairly Important
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-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-20347?

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate.

Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID)
programme and associated BID targeted rate?

Support

Tell us why

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

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?

Join up the cycle 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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Subsidising stadiums, and yacht races, and repeated revamps of Queen st, and so
called 'shared spaces'.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Public transport needs to get better - along with cycle lanes that are under utilised
because they don't join up.

2a. Is there anything you 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:

No need for another layer of management in a separate fund. This is a community
asset,
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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:

This is a community asset, ideas about relocation the port are fantasy. Getting private
enterprise to run it is losing control of a CCO not getting control back.

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port 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:

They will most likely need it in future. Any redevelopment will cost scare funds.

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) Do not support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the Support
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which Support
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse Support
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate | don't know
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in
2024/20257?

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Support community groups and community-  Fairly Important
led activities by continuing to provide local
community grants.

Building the capacity and capability of local  Fairly Important
community and sporting groups towards
long-term sustainable funding models and
independence through our strategic
partnerships programme.
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Empowering community groups and
organisations to deliver community events
through sustainable funding models.

Fairly Important

Collaborate with mana whenua and
neighbouring local boards to protect and
restore our waterways through Tamaki
Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Not Important

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and
community to be leaders in climate action.
For example, through programmes like
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and
climate action education programme in
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood
(environmental volunteer grants) and
Songbird programmes (community pest
control and biodiversity initiative).

Not Important

Support business associations to continue
supporting local businesses and ongoing
growth, development and liveliness of town
centres, including assisting Onehunga
Business Associations proposed BID
expansion.

Not Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347?

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate.

Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID)
programme and associated BID targeted rate?

Support
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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: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Other

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development Do more
Council support As 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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Don’t support any of the proposal

Tell us why:

The government has taken away the regional furl tax and then introduced the fuel tax
nationally. That revenue should be accessed by council to do planned work not making
rate payers pay twice, l.e. by hiking rates and government fuel tax

2a. Is there anything you 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?
Other

Tell us here:

By all means lease the port but use monies to maintain low rates
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4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Other
Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

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) Other
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

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.

Other

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Other

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Other

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Other

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of

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?

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: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

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:

Will encourage better & more use of public transport. Continue with maintenance of
road networks.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

If there is a need for public transport to new housing developments.
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:

Better use of land & funds for the North Shore community.

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

Would future proof investment for rate payers.

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund
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Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund
Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

This would allow for more ferries for public transport in 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:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
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the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

| don't know

464



#1452

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

| don't know

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

2024/20257?

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local
community grants.

Very Important

Building the capacity and capability of local
community and sporting groups towards
long-term sustainable funding models and
independence through our strategic
partnerships programme.

Very Important

Empowering community groups and
organisations to deliver community events
through sustainable funding models.

Very Important
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Collaborate with mana whenua and
neighbouring local boards to protect and
restore our waterways through Tamaki
Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Very Important

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and
community to be leaders in climate action.
For example, through programmes like
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and
climate action education programme in
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood
(environmental volunteer grants) and
Songbird programmes (community pest
control and biodiversity initiative).

Very Important

Support business associations to continue
supporting local businesses and ongoing
growth, development and liveliness of town
centres, including assisting Onehunga
Business Associations proposed BID
expansion.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

More support for Glen Innes Town Centre & Business.

7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347?

Glen Innes needs attention.

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?

| don't know
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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: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Proceed with the central proposal

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation Do less

Parks and Community

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:

i don't think the cycleways should be stopped!!!!

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

cycleways

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

anything to promote more cars on the roads

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Keep the stadium precinct as it is

Tell us why:

no need to do more

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

| don't 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:

i dont think council could run this

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) | don't know
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
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increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

| 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.

| don't know

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

| don't know

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

| don't know

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

| don't know
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Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

| don't know

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

2024/20257?

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local
community grants.

Very Important

Building the capacity and capability of local
community and sporting groups towards
long-term sustainable funding models and
independence through our strategic
partnerships programme.

Very Important

Empowering community groups and
organisations to deliver community events
through sustainable funding models.

Very Important
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Collaborate with mana whenua and | don't know
neighbouring local boards to protect and
restore our waterways through Tamaki
Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and Fairly Important
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 Very Important
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-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-20347?

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate.

Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID)
programme and associated BID targeted rate?

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: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Proceed with the central proposal

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport

As proposed

Water

Do less

City and local development

As proposed

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?

Fining people who disregard the dog rules - it would be a new revenue stream and one

that mean people are in breech of

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you

could pay less?
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hiring top heavy executives that just "manage" rather than do the actual work. Any role
should be directly related to a direct tangible outcome

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:

Who uses it anyway? Could be redeveloped and used more frequently based on
community needs

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal
Tell us why:

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?
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Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation
of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease
to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund

Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund
Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook 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).

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, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Do not support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in
2024/20257?

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Support community groups and community-  Very Important
led activities by continuing to provide local
community grants.

Building the capacity and capability of local = Fairly Important
community and sporting groups towards
long-term sustainable funding models and
independence through our strategic
partnerships programme.
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Empowering community groups and
organisations to deliver community events
through sustainable funding models.

Fairly Important

Collaborate with mana whenua and
neighbouring local boards to protect and
restore our waterways through Tamaki
Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Not Important

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and
community to be leaders in climate action.
For example, through programmes like
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and
climate action education programme in
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood
(environmental volunteer grants) and
Songbird programmes (community pest
control and biodiversity initiative).

Not Important

Support business associations to continue
supporting local businesses and ongoing
growth, development and liveliness of town
centres, including assisting Onehunga
Business Associations proposed BID
expansion.

Not Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347?

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate.

Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID)
programme and associated BID targeted rate?

| don't know
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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: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

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?

Disestablish all bureaucrats. Focus on core infrastructure and services. Shutdown AT

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

Cut wastage.
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Don’t support any of the proposal

Tell us why:

If transport services can’t be self funded by user pays, leave it as is. Don’t spend any
more. AT is not qualified due to its wastage

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Nothing

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Everything

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Change the operational management

Tell us why:

Make it easy for other concerts and corporate 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)?

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:

Instead of using ratepayers as a bottomless ATM sell the airport shares and use if got
goes infrastructure. Don’t waste
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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:

Council is kit in the business administering ports they don’t have any qualification to go
even its core council business properly

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:

Port does not provide any funding. Do sell the shares

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?
Tell us here:

Worst bureaucracy. Mayors promises are worthless. Councillors are not qualified to do
their job. Expensive bureaucrats to do absolutely nothing for the city. Why don’t you
think if no increases to any rates and see what you can deliver. Provide that as an
option.

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

No change — leave Captain Cook and Marsden wharves to be managed as part of the
port operations

Tell us why:

Council will only waste the land.
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5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

#1537

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.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing

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.

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Do lot support it totally

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Maungakiekie-Tamaki,Orakei

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

2024/20257?

| do not support any priorities

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.

Not Important

Building the capacity and capability of local
community and sporting groups towards
long-term sustainable funding models and
independence through our strategic
partnerships programme.

Not Important

Empowering community groups and
organisations to deliver community events
through sustainable funding models.

Not Important

Collaborate with mana whenua and
neighbouring local boards to protect and
restore our waterways through Tamaki
Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Not Important

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and
community to be leaders in climate action.
For example, through programmes like
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and
climate action education programme in
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood
(environmental volunteer grants) and
Songbird programmes (community pest
control and biodiversity initiative).

Not Important

Support business associations to continue
supporting local businesses and ongoing
growth, development and liveliness of town
centres, including assisting Onehunga
Business Associations proposed BID
expansion.

Not Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347?
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Don’t support it

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?

Do not support

Tell us why

Orakei Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Orakei in 2024/2025?

I do not support any priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Complete the seismic strengthening of the Not Important
Remuera Library

Progress the Meadowbank Community Not Important
Centre development.

Assess the reactivation of facilities at Not Important
Tagalad Reserve and work towards
providing access for the community.

Continue to work with our many community = Not Important
volunteers to eradicate plant and animal
pests in our natural environment, including
at Pourewa Valley and in our many beautiful
parks and urban forests, and support other
environmental activities, for example, the
Environmental Forum.
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Continue local initiatives to enhance
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 Orakei.

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.

Not Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Orakei proposed priorities for the 10-year budget 2024-

20347

8. Do you have any other comments?
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#1541
Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Your feedback
1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Other

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water As proposed
City and local development 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?

Stop the annihilation of our urban trees

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

Stop the annihilation of our urban trees
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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?

Planting of street trees

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

For the last 12 years, our rates have gone up at exorbitant percentages well beyond
any other macroeconomic indicator like CPI while services have diminished (including
cancelling One Tree Hill's direct public transport into the city and replacing it with a
ludicrously circuitous route, while hiking fares)

Is preposterous and insulting to propose further massive increases. For goodness
sake, sort yourselves out and start decreasing rates rather than just blowing them out
year after year after year!

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

| don't know
Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

Proceed with the proposal

Tell us why:
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For the last 12 years, our rates have gone up at exorbitant percentages well beyond
any other macroeconomic indicator like CPI whilr services have diminished (including
cancelling One Tree Hill's direct public transport into the city and replacing it with a
ludicrously circuitous route, while hiking fares)

Is preposterous and insulting to propose further massive increases. For goodness
sake, sort yourselves out and start decreasing rates rather than just blowing them out
year after year after year!

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

| don't know
Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

| don't know
Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

| don't know
Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

| don't know
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Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

#1541

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems 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.

| 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.

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

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 | don't know
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate | don't know
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Do not dare charge us sustainability charges while you willingly allow the ongoing
wholesale obliterated of our urban trees on public and private land. Stop the chop.
Bring back tree protection

Local board priorities
7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in
2024/20257?

| don't know

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.

| don't know

Building the capacity and capability of local
community and sporting groups towards
long-term sustainable funding models and
independence through our strategic
partnerships programme.

Fairly Important

Empowering community groups and
organisations to deliver community events
through sustainable funding models.

Not Important

Collaborate with mana whenua and
neighbouring local boards to protect and
restore our waterways through Tamaki
Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Fairly Important

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and
community to be leaders in climate action.
For example, through programmes like
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and
climate action education programme in
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood
(environmental volunteer grants) and
Songbird programmes (community pest
control and biodiversity initiative).

Very Important

Support business associations to continue
supporting local businesses and ongoing
growth, development and liveliness of town
centres, including assisting Onehunga
Business Associations proposed BID
expansion.

Fairly Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347?
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7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate.

Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID)
programme and associated BID targeted rate?

| don't know

Tell us why

8. Do you have any other comments?

Start bringing rates down. They have been increasing at exorbitant Rates totally out of
whack with any other economic indicator.. cut the fat. Deliver what matters. Save our
trees.
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport

Do less

Water

As proposed

City and local development

As proposed

Environment and regulation

Do less

Parks and Community

As proposed

Economic and cultural development

Do less

Council support

Do less

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you

would be prepared to pay more for?

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you

could pay less?

Cut the amount of high salaried jobs and slum down the administration costs.
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal
Tell us why:
2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?
2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Keep the stadium precinct as it is
Tell us why:

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

| don't 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?

| don't know
Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) | don't know
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Do not support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
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programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

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.

| don't know

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Do not support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to | don't know
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to

properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate | don't know

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.
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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?

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

2024/20257?

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local
community grants.

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.

Fairly Important

Collaborate with mana whenua and
neighbouring local boards to protect and
restore our waterways through Tamaki
Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Not Important

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and
community to be leaders in climate action.
For example, through programmes like

Not Important
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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.

Very Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347?

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate.

Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID)
programme and associated BID targeted rate?

| don't know

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: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Proceed with the central proposal

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do less
Water Do more
City and local development Do less
Environment and regulation Do less

Parks and Community

As proposed

Economic and cultural development

Do 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 potholes in the streets

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you

could pay less?
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Installing jugger bars - put speed cameras instead and generate revenue and allow
emergency vehicles to travel uninhibibted especially in and emergency

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:

transport needs to get moving

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

bus lanes and income generating speed cameras more parking meters to generate
income

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

judder bars and speedhumps are expensive and seem pretty useless

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

money needs to flow so by selling off land and privatising the operations would reduce
council debt

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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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we need to generate income from assets

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 maintain an income generating assett

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

Continue to use it to fund council services

Tell us here:

best practice is to use POA to generate a continuous income

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?
Tell us here:

Council needs cash and income to invest in getting a move livable city which includes
getting Auckland moving again

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.

Tell us why:

These wharfs can be used to house public assetts which generate income eg
commercail and residential and retail eg cafes and restaurants
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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:

Need to still have a Ports area for port operations eg unloading ships and Cruise
Liners that generate a lot of income

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the Support
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which Support
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Support

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

Support

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

introduce a Conjestion charge for vehicles travelling into Auckland CBD this will
generate income and reduce unnecessary traffic flowing into the City

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

2024/20257?
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| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Support community groups and community- = Fairly Important
led activities by continuing to provide local
community grants.

Building the capacity and capability of local ~ Very Important
community and sporting groups towards
long-term sustainable funding models and
independence through our strategic
partnerships programme.

Empowering community groups and Fairly Important
organisations to deliver community events
through sustainable funding models.

Collaborate with mana whenua and Not Important
neighbouring local boards to protect and
restore our waterways through Tamaki
Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and Not Important
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 Very Important
supporting local businesses and ongoing
growth, development and liveliness of town
centres, including assisting Onehunga
Business Associations proposed BID
expansion.

Tell us why
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we need to focus on whats valuable and important

7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-20347

i dont 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?

Support

Tell us why

generate income by collaberation

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

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?

YES...i cant believe what was spent on upgrading a road of Seccombes road in
Newmarket. Utter waste of money as it was in good cond. and a no exit hardly used
road. The residents advised Council that it was just a money making effort for the
contracter as there was no need...when other roads do need....I don't know who
manages these things but he/she needs a serious talking to....I am a pensioner and
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will soon have to sell up with all the rates rises in our area...and | see this waste and it
really makes me wonder about your management skills

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?

Money spent on parks and recreation for the young is okay and sadly bike lanes were
an excellent idea, but no one (or very few should | say) are using them....so anymore
would be pointless if bike riders still ride on the roads and footpaths...| walk alot in
central and only see riders in extra low numbers using lanes if at all

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support all of the proposal

Tell us why:

Fuel tax is okay by me as it might get Aucklanders to get out of their cars and use what
public transport we have...especially during middle of day etc.... but no tax on
business vehicles

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Parks in Whenuapai they have so few.....and let the big developers out there contribute
to parks .....they are making a bomb on mass housing

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

bike lanes, council consultations, working groups and administration lots of waste in
those areas in my view....Too many free lunches so to speak...cull staff that are not
needed like you did when you closed the offie downtown.....that was a strange move
now there is nowhere to go to pay rates in person.

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Change the operational management

Tell us why:
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Operational Management changes at least give a chance to make the concept more
viable....If its not working now what is the point in redeveloping if the Management is
not working properly 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

Tell us why:

It's a great asset for the future..... Better to think laterally or get staff that can think in a
lateral cost saving way ....Not people that keep spending unwisely and then want to
sell assets to finance their lack of skill

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 rule of thumb is to sell nothing....well it is for an individual....never sell house or
land unless you have a mind to buy something better...land and buildings etc etc go up
in value...once you have the cash it melts away.....I dont think Auckland Council should
sell any solid assets...they should figure out another way to manage finance...or get
someone that thinks laterally operate the budget

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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| think that is the best idea....Using to fund services should not be its goal...rates
should be used for that....seems an odd question to ask in my view ....As | understand
it rates are used for services. OR are Council workers being paid too much ...the ones
at the top certainly seem to be paid far too much ...for doing a very average job so far.
BRING BACK ROBBIE&gt;&gt;&gt; &gt; &gt;| wish and all the thinkers that have a more
philanthropic way of looking at things

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?
Tell us here:

| am sorry no more time to read part five

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 is more need for public areas of fun out west and south ...leave the wharves as
a money earner for Council

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

Public benefit in downtown is done and dusted...need to look at public benefits outside
city centre .... The days of Queen Street being a hub are long gone...it wont be what it
once was... Newmarket is a better shopping area and is already up and
running...West Auckland and South Auckland need things for all the young
families....central Auck....is where | live and frankly everyone seems to have the best of
everything here. spend on those that dont...Not on attracting tourists they dont stay
here long enough they head off to the beauty spots up North and down South

6a. What do you think of these proposals?
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Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR)
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Support

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

| don't know

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Do not support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

YES Stop hitting the West so hard....that's where all the middle and low income live
and its unfair as they will struggle to pay the huge rates ....Manage things better and
cut meeting costs etc...Just because we pay its no reason to be so generoud with
those that work for you

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Henderson-Massey,Maungakiekie-Tamaki,Upper Harbour

Henderson-Massey Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Henderson-Massey in 2024/2025?
Other

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Our People — create opportunities that Very Important
support connectedness, diversity and
inclusion in our community.

Our Environment — focus on initiatives that ~ Very Important
increase tree canopy cover, improve water
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health and provide for resilient and low
carbon communities across Henderson-
Massey.

Our Community — ensure the maintenance
and development of ‘fit for purpose’ local
services and spaces meet the needs of our
diverse communities.

Very Important

Our Places — support initiatives that
improve walking and cycling opportunities.

Very Important

Our Economy — continue to support the
Western Initiative to deliver the Youth
Connections programme.

Very Important

Tell us why

| am not sure | am that well informed but | do feel money spent in areas with young

families should be more of a focus than

..... for example my area in central Auckland

7c. What do you think of the Henderson-Massey proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347?

| need to read more on this havent got time at the moment though

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

2024/20257
Other

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local
community grants.

Very Important

Building the capacity and capability of local
community and sporting groups towards
long-term sustainable funding models and

Not Important
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independence through our strategic
partnerships programme.

Empowering community groups and
organisations to deliver community events
through sustainable funding models.

Not Important

Collaborate with mana whenua and
neighbouring local boards to protect and
restore our waterways through Tamaki
Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Very Important

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and
community to be leaders in climate action.
For example, through programmes like
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and
climate action education programme in
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood
(environmental volunteer grants) and
Songbird programmes (community pest
control and biodiversity initiative).

Very Important

Support business associations to continue
supporting local businesses and ongoing
growth, development and liveliness of town
centres, including assisting Onehunga
Business Associations proposed BID
expansion.

Very Important

Tell us why

support those working voluntary towards better community is always worth support

7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347

have to read it not time right now

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.
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Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID)
programme and associated BID targeted rate?

| don't know

Tell us why

no nothing about ‘onehunga area

Upper Harbour Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Upper Harbour in 2024/20257?

| don't know

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Progress with the detailed business case
for a new multi-purpose library facility in
Albany.

Fairly Important

Ethnic Peoples Plan.

Continue to deliver stage 1b of Te Kori Scott | don't know
Point which includes physical works for 3

sports fields and sport field lighting as well

as a second baseball diamond.

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour | don't know

Continue to invest in projects that improve
the environment and address climate
change including planting trees as outlined
in the Upper Harbour Urban Ngahere
Strategy and continuing to support and fund
volunteer environmental work.

Very Important

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour
Engagement Strategy.

| don't know

Implement actions from the Upper Harbour
Greenways Plan.

Very Important
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Implement actions from the Upper Harbour | don't know
Wheeled Recreation Service Assessment.

Tell us why

need to read more not qualified to make intelligent assessment or comment

7c. What do you think of the Upper Harbour proposed priorities for the 10-year budget
2024-20347

need to read more about it this survey is taking a lot of time and | have to attend to my
work now

7d. We will prioritise investment in a Detailed Business Case for a new multi-purpose
library facility in Albany, however given the financial constraints faced by Auckland
Council we would like to explore alternate options to fund any budget shortfalls.

We want to hear your views regarding the local board investigating options to sell
land or exploring the introduction of a targeted rate to enable investment in building a
new multi-purpose library facility in Albany (noting that there will be a robust public
consultation process on any sale of land or the introduction of a targeted rate
following investigation of viable options).

Which of the following options do you support?

| don’t know

Do you have any other thoughts or ideas on potential options to fund budget
shortfalls associated with building a new multi-purpose library facility in Albany?
no

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: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development Do more
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development Do more
Council support Do more

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

More buses specifically

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you
could pay less?
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More carparks, more roads/lanes

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

I want more public transport and more cycle lanes

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Buses

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

More lanes on the motorway

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?
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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.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Do not support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to Support
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate Support
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in
2024/20257?

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Support community groups and community- = Very Important
led activities by continuing to provide local
community grants.

Building the capacity and capability of local ~ Very Important
community and sporting groups towards
long-term sustainable funding models and
independence through our strategic
partnerships programme.
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Empowering community groups and
organisations to deliver community events
through sustainable funding models.

Very Important

Collaborate with mana whenua and
neighbouring local boards to protect and
restore our waterways through Tamaki
Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Very Important

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and
community to be leaders in climate action.
For example, through programmes like
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and
climate action education programme in
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood
(environmental volunteer grants) and
Songbird programmes (community pest
control and biodiversity initiative).

Very Important

Support business associations to continue
supporting local businesses and ongoing
growth, development and liveliness of town
centres, including assisting Onehunga
Business Associations proposed BID
expansion.

Very Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347?

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate.

Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID)
programme and associated BID targeted rate?

Support
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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: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Your feedback

1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport

As proposed

Water

As proposed

City and local development

Do less

Environment and regulation

As proposed

Parks and Community

As proposed

Economic and cultural development

Do less

Council support

Do less

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you

would be prepared to pay more for?

1d. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you

could pay less?
Art projects/sculptures

speed bumps
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catering council meetings
council staff pay rises/council staff spending

cycleways

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?

| 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?

| don't know
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Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

| don't know
Tell us here:

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

| don't know
Tell us why:

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

| don't know
Tell us why:

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) | don't know
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

| don't know

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

| don't know

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of

Support
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

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:

Investment in transport in Auckland is so far behind, needs a massive investment, do
less would be terrible for the city.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?
2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Consider redeveloping the stadium precinct

Tell us why:

Bit of a white elephant, redevelopment of this area seems best

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an 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:

Diversified income for future investment seems sensible

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:

Nothing has been done with Queens Wharf, this needs fixing first

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

Nothing has been done with Queens Wharf, this needs fixing first

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
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the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Support

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Support

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

| don't know

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Support
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Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

Support

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in

2024/20257?

| support most priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Support community groups and community-
led activities by continuing to provide local
community grants.

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
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Collaborate with mana whenua and
neighbouring local boards to protect and
restore our waterways through Tamaki
Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Very Important

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and
community to be leaders in climate action.
For example, through programmes like
Tiakina te taiao and Ope (biodiversity and
climate action education programme in
schools), Love Your Neighbourhood
(environmental volunteer grants) and
Songbird programmes (community pest
control and biodiversity initiative).

Fairly Important

Support business associations to continue
supporting local businesses and ongoing
growth, development and liveliness of town
centres, including assisting Onehunga
Business Associations proposed BID
expansion.

Very Important

Tell us why

7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year

budget 2024-20347?

Very generic not much specifics

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?

| don't know
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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: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

Your feedback
1a. Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan?

Do more (increase council services/ investment), with higher rates increases and more
debt

1b. What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of?

Transport Do more
Water Do more
City and local development As proposed
Environment and regulation Do more
Parks and Community Do more
Economic and cultural development As proposed
Council support As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

Auckland is known as the weediest city in the world and would love to have a region
wide programme around education and eradication across public and private land.
especially around pest plants like moth plant.

increase funding for climate resilience projects.
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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 some of the free events could have a koha system so some costs could be
recouped. Funds spent in community where event is held.

More use of business to pay for large funding opportunities for volunteer groups to do
pest control and ecological projects. a pool of donated budgets from business wanting
to help.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Do not stop building cycle ways and non-car transport routes. we need safer more
accessible routes that don't use cars.

sort the rail infrastructure out - failures and hold ups are causing lack of trust in the
system.

cap or lower fares are vital. It should be a no brainer to take public transport over the
car, but cost can a deterrent to easy use.

use of tolls for new roading so user pays, congestion tax is great idea but need
immaculate public transport alternative to carry the load.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

public transport

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

roads

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?
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Change the operational management

Tell us why:

Seems ridiculous to want to demolish a building that is not that old, revamp and
revitalise

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?

| don't know

Tell us why:

Dont know enough about this but like the idea of having a future fund to support in
times of need.

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

| don't know
Tell us here:

4c. If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you
prefer the profits and dividends to be used?

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?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook 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:

make better use of the port area for public enjoyment

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the Support
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which
gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by
businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers.
We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the
NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate.

Do not support

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.

Do not support

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse
collection to the North Shore, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

| don't know

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

Support

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Maungakiekie-Tamaki
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Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in
2024/20257?

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Support community groups and community- = Fairly Important
led activities by continuing to provide local
community grants.

Building the capacity and capability of local = Fairly Important
community and sporting groups towards
long-term sustainable funding models and
independence through our strategic
partnerships programme.

Empowering community groups and Fairly Important
organisations to deliver community events
through sustainable funding models.

Collaborate with mana whenua and Very Important
neighbouring local boards to protect and
restore our waterways through Tamaki
Estuary Environmental Forum and
Manukau Harbour Forum.

Encourage our rangatahi / youth and Very Important
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  Very Important
supporting local businesses and ongoing
growth, development and liveliness of town
centres, including assisting Onehunga
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Business Associations proposed BID
expansion.

Tell us why

support local business to be engaged with environmental out comes around their sites.
i.e. Manukau business' pay for moth plant control in their sites

7c. What do you think of the Maungakiekie-Tamaki proposed priorities for the 10-year
budget 2024-20347

7d. Onehunga Business Association is seeking an expansion of its Business
Improvement District programme boundary area. If it is successful, businesses
ratepayers and owners located within the expansion area will become members of the
Onehunga BID programme and pay the associated BID target rate.

Do you support the expansion of the Onehunga Business Improvement District (BID)
programme and associated BID targeted rate?

Support

Tell us why

8. Do you have any other comments?
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034

Note: this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.

Submitter details:
Organisation (if applicable):

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tamaki

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 As proposed

1c. Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you
would be prepared to pay more for?

Long-term infrastructure repair and upgrades. For example replacement of water
mains, stormwater and roads that continue to fail because of long-term underfunding

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 ridiculous road changes for bikes and busses. Taking away existing roadways to
provide a bike lane is foolish. And we have seen massive wastage such as with the
pedestrian crossings which cost a fortune and then a bunch were removed afterwards.

2. What do you think of the transport proposal?

Support most of the proposal

Tell us why:

Anything to make it easier to move around Auckland is good. But be practical - the
raised pedestrian crossings are unnecessary and slow everyone down.

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on?

Reduce the massive disruption that accompanies any work around the roads. The
traffic management plans seem to be totally over the top. Sensible and practical traffic
management should be the norm

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on?

Cycleways and raised pedestrian crossing!

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium?

Keep the stadium precinct as it is

Tell us why:

No need for a massive stadium. Rather, make better use of what we have such as
Eden Park

4a. What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund
and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport
Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)?
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Don't proceed with establishing an Auckland Future Fund and transferring AIAL
shareholding

Tell us why:

| strongly feel the council should retain a shareholding in the airport.

4b. Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland?

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and continue council
group operation of the port (through Port of Auckland Limited), and implement the plan
to deliver improved profitability and more dividends to council

Tell us here:

The port is integral to the heart of Auckland. | cannot imagine why the council would
want to hand it over to another entity which does not have Aucklander's best interest in
mind. It is not always about 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:

The future fund does not seem to be a good proposal.

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal?

Tell us here:

5a. What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves?

Proceed with the proposal to transfer Captain Cook and Marsden wharves from the
port to Auckland Council so they can be used for something else that provides public
benefit.
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Tell us why:

More public access to wharves is good. The really great public ports around the world
have activities that can be done in the port itself, right on the water. For example the
Victoria & Alfred Waterfront in Cape Town. It remains a working port, but has a vibrant
retail and recreational precinct right on it.

5b. What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal?

Keep Bledisloe Terminal as a Port of Auckland operational area

Tell us why:

The port needs to remain competitive and productive.

6a. What do you think of these proposals?

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) Do not support
and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in
the protection of native ecosystems and species. This
increases rates for the average value residential property by
around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business
property.

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and Support
extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual
programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that
we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in
harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount
for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate
from what was previously planned for the average value
residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the
average value business property.

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the Support
Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to
reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to
the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the
CATTR would still require consultation).
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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, Waitakere and Papakura in
2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing
the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates
change.

Support

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of
$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide
increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board
area.

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to
reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to
properties and boundaries.

Support

Increase the Waitakere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate
from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025,
2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in
the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of
around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review
scheduled for the 2027/2028 year.

Support

6b. Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to
our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges?

Local board priorities

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to?

Maungakiekie-Tamaki
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Maungakiekie-Tamaki Local Board Priorities

7b. What do you think of our proposed priorities for Maungakiekie-Tamaki in
2024/20257?

| support all priorities

More specifically, what do you think of each priority we've listed above?

Support community groups and community- = Fairly Important
led activities by continuing to provide local
community grants.

Building the capacity and capability of local =~ Not Important
community and sporting groups towards
long-term sustainable funding models and
independence through our strategic
partnerships programme.

Empowering