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#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year  

1



#24600 
 

 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken  

 to address concerns of overstaffing and the  
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 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

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

could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year  

 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent  

 on operations and staffing to capital and  
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 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken  

 to address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

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

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? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

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

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

 

Local board priorities 

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

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 

Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 

increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 

cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 

much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 

option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 

above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-

Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 

capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 

to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 

much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 

calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 

money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 

public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 

Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 

to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 

ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 

‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 

Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 

increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 

cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 

much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 

option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 

above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-

Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to 

capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 

to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 

much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 

calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This 

money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 

public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 

Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations 
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to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and 

ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 

‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

13



#24605 
 

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

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

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

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

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

 

Local board priorities 

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

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 

16



#  

Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

  I am writing to you because I live in Glen  

 Innes and I have heard that the ponies are  

 being kicked off the Pt. ENGLAND   
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 Reserve.  Many, many locals walk along  

 the Kiano Place pathway and love having  

 the ponies there so much. The people who  

 have the ponies keep the land so tidy and  

 have done so many good things whilst  

 they have been there. They have re built  

 and replaced broken fencing and lots of  

 pasture work to keepithealthy. They also  

 do quite a lot with the community and the  

 homeless.  One of the ladies runs Island  

 Child Charitable Trust and the other lady  

 works with special needs kids.  

 Thos is a fabulous green space. A little bit  

 of country in the city and give us in the  

 community so much joy. What do we need  

 to do to help them keep the ponies there.  

 I would stand there and get 1000s of local  

 signatures if I had to. Please hear our  

 pleas.  

 Regards,  

 Sharon Budge.  

    

 

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

could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

  I am writing to you because I live in Glen  
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 Innes and I have heard that the ponies are  

 being kicked off the Pt. ENGLAND   

 Reserve.  Many, many locals walk along  

 the Kiano Place pathway and love having  

 the ponies there so much. The people who  

 have the ponies keep the land so tidy and  

 have done so many good things whilst  

 they have been there. They have re built  

 and replaced broken fencing and lots of  

 pasture work to keepithealthy. They also  

 do quite a lot with the community and the  

 homeless.  One of the ladies runs Island  

 Child Charitable Trust and the other lady  

 works with special needs kids.  

 Thos is a fabulous green space. A little bit  

 of country in the city and give us in the  

 community so much joy. What do we need  

 to do to help them keep the ponies there.  

 I would stand there and get 1000s of local  

 signatures if I had to. Please hear our  

 pleas.  

 Regards,  

 Sharon Budge.  

    

 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

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

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 
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Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

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

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

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 
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 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 

Budget). 

  

   

  

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 

cut its  

 cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

  

   

  

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 

much  

 higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 

option. 

  

      

  

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 

above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

  

   

  

 This should include: 
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 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 

to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 

much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

  

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 

calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money 

should  

 be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

  

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 

public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

  

   

  

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 

Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an 

expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing 

that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

  

   

  

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

  

   

  

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 

Budget). 

  

   

  

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 

cut its  

 cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

  

   

  

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 

much  

 higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 

option. 

  

      

  

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 

above  
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 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

  

   

  

 This should include: 

  

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 

to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 

much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

  

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 

calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money 

should  

 be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

  

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 

public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

  

   

  

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 

Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an 

expert  
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 external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing 

that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

  

   

  

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

  

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

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

Proceed with the proposal 
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Tell us why: 

 

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

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

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

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

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

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

 

Local board priorities 

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

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 

Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 

increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 

Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 

much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 

above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 

staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 

to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 

calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 

infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 

public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 

Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 

ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 

‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

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

could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 

Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 

increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 

Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 

much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 

above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 

staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 

to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 

calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

35



#24695 
 

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 

infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 

public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 

Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 

ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 

‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

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

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

 

Local board priorities 

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

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 

Budget). 

40



#24751 
 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 

increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 

Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 

much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 

above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 

staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 

to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 

calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 

infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 

public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 

Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 

ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 

‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

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

could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 

Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 

increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 

Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 

much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 

above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 

staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 

to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 

calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 

infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 

public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 

Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 

ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 

‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

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

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

 

Local board priorities 

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

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 

Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 

increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 

Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 

much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 

above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 

staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 

to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 

calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 

infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 

public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 

Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 

ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 

‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

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

could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 

Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 

increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 

Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 

much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 

above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 

staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 

to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 

calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 

infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 

public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 

Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 

ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 

‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

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

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

 

Local board priorities 

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

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 

Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 

increase over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 

economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 

much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 

above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 

money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 

to address concerns of overstaffing and  

 the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 

calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 

maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 

public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 

Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  
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 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 

keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 

down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 

‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

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

could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 

Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 

increase over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 

economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 

much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 

above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 

money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 
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 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 

to address concerns of overstaffing and  

 the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 

calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 

maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 

public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 

Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 

keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 

down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 

‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

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

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? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

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

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

 

Local board priorities 

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

 

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 

Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 

increase over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 

economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 

much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 

above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 

money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 

to address concerns of overstaffing and  

 the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 

calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 

maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 

public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 

Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  
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 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 

keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 

down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 

‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

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

could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 

Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 

increase over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 

economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 

much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 

above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 

money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 
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 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 

to address concerns of overstaffing and  

 the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 

calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 

maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 

public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 

Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 

keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 

down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 

‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

64



#25106 
 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

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

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 
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Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

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

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

 

Local board priorities 

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

 

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide  

 feedback on the Mayor's  
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 proposed Long-Term Plan  

 (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for  

 rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would  

 see a 38% increase over  

 three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the  

 Council should cut its cloth  

 to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances  

 facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options  

 presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option –  

 which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to  

 explore ways of preventing  

 rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting  

 back office and wasteful  
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 spending, reining in Council- 

 Controlled Organisations,  

 and reprioritising money  

 spent on operations and  

 staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non- 

 essential roles until an  

 independent review has  

 been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and  

 the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private  

 sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and  

 unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called  

 “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money  

 should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport  

 infrastructure. 
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 - Focusing on providing core  

 council services such as  

 effective waste  

 management, public bins,  

 and weekly rubbish  

 collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to  

 get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I  

 support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the  

 Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates  

 and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of  

 the Auckland Ratepayers'  

 Alliance and back their  

 vision of ‘Reasonable Rates,  

 Sensible Spending in our  
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 Super City!' 

 

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

could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide  

 feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan  

 (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for  

 rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would  

 see a 38% increase over  

 three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the  

 Council should cut its cloth  

 to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances  

 facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options  

 presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option –  

 which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being  
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 deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to  

 explore ways of preventing  

 rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting  

 back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council- 

 Controlled Organisations,  

 and reprioritising money  

 spent on operations and  

 staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non- 

 essential roles until an  

 independent review has  

 been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and  

 the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much  

 higher than those the private  

 sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and  

 unnecessary marketing  
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 exercises and so-called  

 “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money  

 should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport  

 infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core  

 council services such as  

 effective waste  

 management, public bins,  

 and weekly rubbish  

 collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to  

 get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I  

 support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the  

 Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that  

 money to invest in  

74



#25142 
 

 infrastructure so that rates  

 and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of  

 the Auckland Ratepayers'  

 Alliance and back their  

 vision of ‘Reasonable Rates,  

 Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

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

Proceed with the proposal 
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Tell us why: 

 

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

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

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

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

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

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

 

Local board priorities 

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

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide  

 feedback on the Mayor's  
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 proposed Long-Term  

 Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options  

 for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which  

 would see a 38%  

 increase over three  

 years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its  

 cloth to reflect the  

 current economic  

 circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options  

 presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option –  

 which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge  

 Councillors to explore  
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 ways of preventing rates  

 increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting  

 back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money  

 spent on operations and  

 staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure  

 investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all  

 non-essential roles until  

 an independent review  

 has been taken to  

 address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council  

 managers increasing  

 much higher than those  

 the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and  

 unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called  
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 “traffic calming  

 measures” (such as  

 unnecessary speed  

 humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money  

 should be used to fix  

 roads and maintain  

 transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing  

 core council services  

 such as effective waste  

 management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish  

 collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council  

 to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment.  

 I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund”  

 and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert  

 external operator while  

 keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money  
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 to invest in infrastructure  

 so that rates and debt  

 are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission  

 of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and  

 back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates,  

 Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

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

could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide  

 feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term  

 Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options  

 for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which  

 would see a 38%  

 increase over three  

 years. Rates should be  
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 limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its  

 cloth to reflect the  

 current economic  

 circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options  

 presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option –  

 which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively  

 labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge  

 Councillors to explore  

 ways of preventing rates  

 increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting  

 back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money  

 spent on operations and  
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 staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure  

 investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all  

 non-essential roles until  

 an independent review  

 has been taken to  

 address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council  

 managers increasing  

 much higher than those  

 the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and  

 unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called  

 “traffic calming  

 measures” (such as  

 unnecessary speed  

 humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money  

 should be used to fix  

 roads and maintain  

 transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing  
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 core council services  

 such as effective waste  

 management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish  

 collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council  

 to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment.  

 I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund”  

 and the proposal to  

 lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert  

 external operator while  

 keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money  

 to invest in infrastructure  

 so that rates and debt  

 are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission  

 of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and  

 back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates,  
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 Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

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

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? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
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from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

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

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

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

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 

Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 

increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 

Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 

much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 

above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 

staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 

to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 

calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 

infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 

public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 

Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 

ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 

‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

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

could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 

Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 

increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 

Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 

much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 

above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 

staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 

to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 

calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 

infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 

public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 

Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 

ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 

‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

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

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

 

Local board priorities 

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

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10- 
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 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should  

 cut its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  

 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 

 Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  
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 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  

 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  
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 in our Super City!' 

 

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

could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10- 

 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should  

 cut its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  

 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 
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 Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  
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 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

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

Proceed with the proposal 
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Tell us why: 

 

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

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

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

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

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

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

 

Local board priorities 

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

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase over  

 three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the  

 Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is  

 lowest option – which is still much higher than inflation  

 despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get  

 less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing  

 rates increases over and above inflation by cutting back  

 office and wasteful spending, reining in Council- 

 Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money  

 spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

108



#25302 
 

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as  

 effective waste management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

  

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers'  

 Alliance and back their vision of ‘Reasonable Rates,  

 Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

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

could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase over  

 three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the  

 Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is  

 lowest option – which is still much higher than inflation  
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 despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get  

 less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing  

 rates increases over and above inflation by cutting back  

 office and wasteful spending, reining in Council- 

 Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money  

 spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as  

 effective waste management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

  

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers'  
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 Alliance and back their vision of ‘Reasonable Rates,  

 Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

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

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? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 
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from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

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

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

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

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 
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 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

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

could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 
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 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  
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 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

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

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 
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Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

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

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

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 

Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 

increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 

Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 

much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 

above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 

staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 

to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 

calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 

infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 

public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 

Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 

ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 

‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

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

could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 

Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 

increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 

Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 

much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 

above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 

staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 

to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 

calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 

infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 

public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 

Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 

ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 

‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

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

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

 

Local board priorities 

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

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 

Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 

increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 

Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 

much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 

above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 

staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 

to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 

calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 

infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 

public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 

Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 

ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 

‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

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

could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 

Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 

increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 

Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 

much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 

above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 

staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 

to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 

calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 

infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 

public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 

Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 

ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 

‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

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

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

 

Local board priorities 

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

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 

Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 

increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 

Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 

much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 

above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 

staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 

to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those in the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 

calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 

infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 

public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 

Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 

ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 

‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

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

could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 

Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 

increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 

Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 

much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 

above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 

staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 

to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those in the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 

calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 

infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 

public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 

Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 

ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 

‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

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

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

 

Local board priorities 

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

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 

Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 

increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 

Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 

much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 

above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 

staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 

to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 

calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 

infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 

public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 

Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 

ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 

‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

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

could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 

Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 

increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 

Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 

much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 

above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 

staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 

to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 

calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 

infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 

public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 

Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 

ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 

‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

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

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

 

Local board priorities 

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

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 

Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 

increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 

Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 

much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 

above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 

staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 

to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 

calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 

infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 

public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 

Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 

ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 

‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

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

could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 

Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 

increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 

Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 

much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 

above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 

staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 

to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 

calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 

infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 

public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 

Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 

ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 

‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

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

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

 

Local board priorities 

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

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 
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 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 

Budget). 

  

   

  

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 

increase over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 

economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

  

   

  

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 

much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

  

      

  

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 

above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 

money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

  

   

  

 This should include: 
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 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 

to address concerns of overstaffing and  

 the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

  

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 

calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 

maintain transport infrastructure. 

  

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 

public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

  

   

  

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 

Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 

keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 

down. 

  

   

  

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 

‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

  

 

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

could pay less? 
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Dear Auckland Council, 

  

   

  

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 

Budget). 

  

   

  

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 

increase over three years. Rates should  

 be limited to inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current 

economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

  

   

  

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 

much higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” option. 

  

      

  

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 

above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising 

money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 
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 This should include: 

  

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 

to address concerns of overstaffing and  

 the salaries of council managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

  

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 

calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and 

maintain transport infrastructure. 

  

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 

public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

  

   

  

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 

Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an expert external operator while 

keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands  

 and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept 

down. 

  

   

  

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 

‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 
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2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

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

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? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 
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residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

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

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

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

 

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10- 
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 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should  

 cut its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  

 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 

 Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  
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 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  

 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  
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 in our Super City!' 

 

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

could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10- 

 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should  

 cut its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  

 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 
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 Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  
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 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

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

Proceed with the proposal 
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Tell us why: 

 

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

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

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

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

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

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

 

Local board priorities 

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

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase over  

 three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option  

 is lowest option – which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above inflation  

 by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining  

 in Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing  

 to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  
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 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super  

 City!' 

 

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

could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase over  

 three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current  

 economic circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option  

 is lowest option – which is still much higher than  

 inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the  

 “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above inflation  

 by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining  

 in Council-Controlled Organisations, and  

 reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing  

 to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  
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 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super  

 City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

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

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? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 
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We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

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

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

 

Local board priorities 

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

 

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 
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 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

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

could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 
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 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  
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 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

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

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 
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Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

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

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

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 

Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 

increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 

Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 

much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 

above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 

staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 

to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 

calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 

infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 

public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 

Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 

ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 

‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

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

could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 

Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 

increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 

Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 

much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 

above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 

staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 

to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 

calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

196



#25707 
 

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 

infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 

public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 

Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 

ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 

‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

198



#25707 
 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

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

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

 

Local board priorities 

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

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 

Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 

increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 

Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 

much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 

above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 

staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 

to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 

calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 

infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 

public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 

Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 

ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 

‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

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

could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 

Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 

increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 

Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 

much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 

above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 

staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 

to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 

calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 

infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 

public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 

Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 

ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 

‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

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

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

 

Local board priorities 

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

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 

Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 

increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 

Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 

much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 

above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 

staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 

to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 

calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 

infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 

public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 

Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 

ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 

‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

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

could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 

Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 

increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 

Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 

much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 

above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 

staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 

to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 

calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 

infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 

public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 

Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 

ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 

‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

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

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

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

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

 

Local board priorities 

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

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 
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 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public bins,  

 and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

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

could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 
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 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  
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 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public bins,  

 and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

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

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 
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Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

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

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

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 

225



#25836 
 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

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

could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 
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 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  
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 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

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

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

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

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

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 
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Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

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

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

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

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

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

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

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

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 

Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 

increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 

Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 

much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 

above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 

staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 

to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 

calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 

infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 

public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to undertake a serious and comprehensive review of 

infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund”. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and  their vision of 

‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 

Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 

increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 

Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 

much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 

above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 

staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 

to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 

calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 

infrastructure. 
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 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 

public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to undertake a serious and comprehensive review of 

infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund”. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and  their vision of 

‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

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

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

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

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? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

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

Tell us here: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

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

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

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

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

 

237



#25878 
 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

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

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

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

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

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

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

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

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 
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2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

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

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

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

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

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

 

Local board priorities 

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

 

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

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   

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

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

 

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

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 

Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 

increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 

Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 

much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 

above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 

staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 

to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 

calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 

infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 

public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 

Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 

ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 

‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 

Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 

increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 

Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 

much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 

above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 

staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 

to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 

calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 

infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 

public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 

Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 

ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 

‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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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? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 
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 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 

Budget). 

  

   

  

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 

cut its  

 cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

  

   

  

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 

much  

 higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 

option. 

  

      

  

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 

above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

  

   

  

 This should include: 
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 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 

to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 

much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

  

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 

calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money 

should  

 be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

  

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 

public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

  

   

  

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 

Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an 

expert  

 external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing 

that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

  

   

  

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

249



#25908 
 

  

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

  

   

  

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 

Budget). 

  

   

  

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and the Council should 

cut its  

 cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

  

   

  

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 

much  

 higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less” 

option. 

  

      

  

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 

above  
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 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

  

   

  

 This should include: 

  

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 

to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council managers increasing 

much  

 higher than those the private sector. 

  

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 

calming  

 measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This money 

should  

 be used to fix roads and maintain transport infrastructure. 

  

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 

public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

  

   

  

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 

Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations to an 

expert  
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 external operator while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and ringfencing 

that  

 money to invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept down. 

  

   

  

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

  

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 
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Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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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. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 
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 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year  

 Budget). 

  

   

  

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

  

   

  

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

  

      

  

 I want to see redundantly at +$100k salary  

 levels. Not the $30k frontline council like  

 many businesses in2024.  
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 -preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting +$100k salary packages  

 and wasteful spending, reining in Council- 

 Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

  

   

  

 This should include: 

  

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the private sector. 

  

 - hiring freeze on all council roles.like many  

 businesses in 2024. 

  

 - pay increase freeze the reality of business  

 in 2024. 

  

  - money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

  

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  
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 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

  

   

  

 Move the port and lease/ investment in  

 entertainment venue at the waterfront  

  

  

  

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 

  

   

  

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in  

 our Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

  

   

  

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year  

 Budget). 

  

   

  

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

  

   

  

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 
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 I want to see redundantly at +$100k salary  

 levels. Not the $30k frontline council like  

 many businesses in2024.  

  

 -preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting +$100k salary packages  

 and wasteful spending, reining in Council- 

 Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

  

   

  

 This should include: 

  

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles to  

 address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the private sector. 

  

 - hiring freeze on all council roles.like many  

 businesses in 2024. 

  

 - pay increase freeze the reality of business  

 in 2024. 
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  - money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

  

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

  

   

  

 Move the port and lease/ investment in  

 entertainment venue at the waterfront  

  

  

  

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in  

 our Super City!' 

  

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

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? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year  
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 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money  

 spent on operations and staffing to capital  

 and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken  

 to address concerns of overstaffing and the  
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 salaries of council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in  

 our Super City!' 
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1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year  

 Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should cut  

 its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much  

 higher than inflation despite it being  

 deceptively labelled the “pay less, get less”  

 option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money  

 spent on operations and staffing to capital  
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 and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been taken  

 to address concerns of overstaffing and the  

 salaries of council managers increasing  

 much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services  

 such as effective waste management, public  

 bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support the  

 Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the  

 proposal to lease Auckland Port's operations  

 to an expert external operator while keeping  

 the Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt are kept  

 down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in  

 our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

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? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 
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Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 
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around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  

 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 
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 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 
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 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's  

 proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most  

 expensive of which would see a 38% increase  

 over three years. Rates should be limited to  

 inflation and the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic circumstances facing  

 Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred  

 option is lowest option – which is still much higher  

 than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of  

 preventing rates increases over and above  

 inflation by cutting back office and wasteful  

 spending, reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on  

 operations and staffing to capital and  

 infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an  

 independent review has been taken to address  

 concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of  
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 council managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing  

 exercises and so-called “traffic calming measures”  

 (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads  

 and maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such  

 as effective waste management, public bins, and  

 weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about  

 infrastructure investment. I support the Mayor's  

 proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert external  

 operator while keeping the Port's land in  

 ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to  

 invest in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of  

 ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our  

 Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 
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Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 
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the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10- 
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 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should  

 cut its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  

 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 

 Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  
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 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  

 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  
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 in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10- 

 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the  

 most expensive of which would see a 38%  

 increase over three years. Rates should be  

 limited to inflation and the Council should  

 cut its cloth to reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option – which is  

 still much higher than inflation despite it  

 being deceptively labelled the “pay less,  

 get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways  

 of preventing rates increases over and  

 above inflation by cutting back office and  

 wasteful spending, reining in Council- 
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 Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and staffing to  

 capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles  

 until an independent review has been  

 taken to address concerns of overstaffing  

 and the salaries of council managers  

 increasing much higher than those the  

 private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called “traffic  

 calming measures” (such as unnecessary  

 speed humps) by Auckland Transport. This  

 money should be used to fix roads and  

 maintain transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I support  

 the Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and  

 the proposal to lease Auckland Port's  

 operations to an expert external operator  
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 while keeping the Port's land in ratepayers'  

 hands and ringfencing that money to invest  

 in infrastructure so that rates and debt are  

 kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland  

 Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision  

 of ‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending  

 in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 
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Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 
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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. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 

Budget). 
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 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 

increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 

Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 

much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 

above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 

staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 

to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 

calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  

 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 

infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 

public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 

Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 

ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 
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 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 

‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10-Year 

Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes – the most expensive of which would see a 38% 

increase over three years. Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to reflect the current economic circumstances facing 

Auckland ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my preferred option is lowest option – which is still 

much higher than inflation despite it being deceptively labelled the “pay  

 less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore ways of preventing rates increases over and 

above inflation by cutting back office and wasteful spending, reining in  

 Council-Controlled Organisations, and reprioritising money spent on operations and 

staffing to capital and infrastructure investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential roles until an independent review has been taken 

to address concerns of overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary marketing exercises and so-called “traffic 

calming measures” (such as unnecessary speed humps) by Auckland  
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 Transport. This money should be used to fix roads and maintain transport 

infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council services such as effective waste management, 

public bins, and weekly rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter about infrastructure investment. I support the 

Mayor's proposed “Future Fund” and the proposal to lease Auckland  

 Port's operations to an expert external operator while keeping the Port's land in 

ratepayers' hands and ringfencing that money to invest in infrastructure so  

 that rates and debt are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and back their vision of 

‘Reasonable Rates, Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 
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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? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 
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Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of 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-Tāmaki 

 

Your feedback   

1a.  Which option do you prefer for the overall direction for council’s Long-term Plan? 

Do less (reduce council services/ investment), lower rates increases and less debt 

 

1b.   What would you like Auckland Council to do more or less of? 

Transport  

Water  

City and local development  

Environment and regulation  

Parks and Community  

Economic and cultural development  

Council support  

 

1c.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do more of that you 

would be prepared to pay more for? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10- 
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 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes –  

 the most expensive of which would see  

 a 38% increase over three years.  

 Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option –  

 which is still much higher than inflation  

 despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore  

 ways of preventing rates increases  

 over and above inflation by cutting  

 back office and wasteful spending,  

 reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and  

 staffing to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 
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 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential  

 roles until an independent review has  

 been taken to address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called  

 “traffic calming measures” (such as  

 unnecessary speed humps) by  

 Auckland Transport. This money should  

 be used to fix roads and maintain  

 transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I  

 support the Mayor's proposed “Future  

 Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping the  

 Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  
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 infrastructure so that rates and debt  

 are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and  

 back their vision of ‘Reasonable Rates,  

 Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

Dear Auckland Council, 

   

 I am writing to provide feedback on the  

 Mayor's proposed Long-Term Plan (10- 

 Year Budget). 

   

 I reject all three options for rate hikes –  

 the most expensive of which would see  

 a 38% increase over three years.  

 Rates should be limited to inflation and  

 the Council should cut its cloth to  

 reflect the current economic  

 circumstances facing Auckland  

 ratepayers. 

   

 Of the three options presented, my  

 preferred option is lowest option –  
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 which is still much higher than inflation  

 despite it being deceptively labelled  

 the “pay less, get less” option. 

      

 I strongly urge Councillors to explore  

 ways of preventing rates increases  

 over and above inflation by cutting  

 back office and wasteful spending,  

 reining in Council-Controlled  

 Organisations, and reprioritising  

 money spent on operations and  

 staffing to capital and infrastructure  

 investment. 

   

 This should include: 

 - A hiring freeze on all non-essential  

 roles until an independent review has  

 been taken to address concerns of  

 overstaffing and the salaries of council  

 managers increasing much higher than  

 those the private sector. 

 - Pausing expensive and unnecessary  

 marketing exercises and so-called  

 “traffic calming measures” (such as  

 unnecessary speed humps) by  

 Auckland Transport. This money should  

 be used to fix roads and maintain  
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 transport infrastructure. 

 - Focusing on providing core council  

 services such as effective waste  

 management, public bins, and weekly  

 rubbish collection. 

   

 I also call on the Council to get smarter  

 about infrastructure investment. I  

 support the Mayor's proposed “Future  

 Fund” and the proposal to lease  

 Auckland Port's operations to an expert  

 external operator while keeping the  

 Port's land in ratepayers' hands and  

 ringfencing that money to invest in  

 infrastructure so that rates and debt  

 are kept down. 

   

 I endorse the submission of the  

 Auckland Ratepayers' Alliance and  

 back their vision of ‘Reasonable Rates,  

 Sensible Spending in our Super City!' 

 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 
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2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

Proceed with the proposal 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

Retain underlying council ownership of port land and wharves, and lease the operation 

of the port for a period of about 35 years and use the upfront payment from the lease 

to invest in the proposed Auckland Future Fund 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 

Other 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 
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Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 

reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 
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businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 

 

8. Do you have any other comments? 
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Long-term Plan 2024-2034                       
 
Note:    this simplified version of the feedback form has been created for the purpose 
of publishing submissions. As such, contact and demographic information has been 
removed, and handwritten submissions have been transcribed.  
 

Submitter details: 

Organisation (if applicable):  

Local Board: Maungakiekie-Tāmaki 

 

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? 

More funding will enable more sport and recreation facilities to be built. There is clear 

evidence of the huge and wide-ranging benefits of sport and recreation - improved 

physical and mental health and wellbeing, social connectedness, economic and 

productivity gains, and educational outcomes. I urge investment in the sport and 

recreation sector under this Long-term Plan. Without this commitment from Council our 

current and future community sport and recreation spaces will be compromised. This 

means our growing, increasingly diverse population will not have access to fit-for-
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purpose facilities to participate in physical activity to enable them to connect with their 

community and live active, healthy lives. 

1d.  Is there anything else you would like Auckland Council to do less of so that you 

could pay less? 

 

2. What do you think of the transport proposal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

2a. Is there anything you would spend more on? 

 

2b. Is there anything you would spend less on? 

 

3. Which options do you support for the North Harbour Stadium? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4a.  What is your preference on the proposal to establish an Auckland Future Fund 

and transfer Auckland Council’s shareholding in Auckland International Airport 

Limited (AIAL) into this fund (enabling the shares to be sold)? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

4b.  Which option do you prefer for the future of Port of Auckland? 

 

Tell us here: 

 

4c.  If the council group continues to operate the Port of Auckland how would you 

prefer the profits and dividends to be used? 
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Tell us here: 

 

4d. Do you have any feedback on any other part of the proposal? 

Tell us here: 

 

5a.  What option do you prefer for Captain Cook and Marsden wharves? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

5b.  What option do you prefer for Bledisloe Terminal? 

 

Tell us why: 

 

6a. What do you think of these proposals? 

Resume the Natural Environment Targeted Rate (NETR) 

and extend it to 2034/2035 so we can continue to invest in 

the protection of native ecosystems and species. This 

increases rates for the average value residential property by 

around $20.04 and $152.71 for the average value business 

property. 

 

Resume the Water Quality Targeted Rate (WQTR) and 

extend it to 2034/2035 at a level to only cover the annual 

programme operating and interest costs. This ensures that 

we can continue to fund the water quality improvements in 

harbours and streams across the region, at a lower amount 

for next year than previously planned. This reduces this rate 

from what was previously planned for the average value 

residential property by around $6.53 and $17.10 for the 

average value business property. 

 

Broaden the description of bus services funded by the 

Climate Action Transport Targeted Rate (CATTR) to 
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reduce the need to consult each year for minor changes to 

the bus programme (any changes to the settings of the 

CATTR would still require consultation). 

Discontinue the Long Term Differential Strategy which 

gradually lowers the share of general rates paid by 

businesses and raises the share paid by other ratepayers. 

We also propose to raise the share businesses pay of the 

NETR, WQTR, and CATTR to align to the general rate. 

 

Re-introduce recycling charges for schools.  

Continue the planned roll out of rates funded refuse 

collection to the North Shore, Waitākere and Papakura in 

2024/2025, and Franklin and Rodney in 2025/2026, replacing 

the current pay as you throw service, and consequent rates 

change. 

 

Introduce the Franklin Local Board Paths Targeted Rate of 

$52 per SUIP (Separately Used or Inhabited Part) to provide 

increased investment in paths in the Franklin Local Board 

area. 

 

Change the Rodney Drainage Districts Targeted Rate to 

reflect public feedback and updated analysis of the benefits to 

properties and boundaries. 

 

Increase the Waitākere Rural Sewerage Targeted Rate 

from $296.75 to $336.80 (per year) for the 2024/2025, 

2025/2026, and 2026/2027 years to maintain cost recovery in 

the three-year contract cycle, and avoid an annual subsidy of 

around $117,000 from general rates, with the next cost review 

scheduled for the 2027/2028 year. 

 

 

6b.  Do you have any other feedback on the proposals in question 6a, the changes to 

our Revenue and Financing Policy, or other changes to fees and charges? 

 

Local board priorities 

7a. Which local board area does your feedback relate to? 
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8. Do you have any other comments? 

I am part of the sport and recreation sector in Auckland. I participate in the sport of 

table tennis.  

Our sector is critical in making Auckland a great place to be. We rely on hard working 

volunteers and build strong communities - Council's support is critical to enable our 

sector to achieve what it does.  

Auckland Council is the major provider of our city's sport and recreation facilities. We 

greatly appreciate this support and investment - without it much of what happens in our 

sector simply wouldn't be possible. Council's commitment to the sector has provided 

positive outcomes across the region for an inclusive range of codes, demographics, 

cultures, ages and abilities. I also wish to acknowledge the commitment of council staff 

in supporting the sector.  

I submit that the proposed option to pay less and do less will detrimentally impact the 

play, active recreation and sport sector.  

I submit that the Central proposal for the overall direction of Council's Long-term Plan 

appropriately balance rates rises with service delivery.  

I submit that the Central proposal for Parks and Community will continue to provide a 

better outcome for the sport and recreation sector.  

I support the following aspects of the consultation:  

• I support retaining the Sport and Recreation Facilities Investment Fund and strongly 

support the proposal for $35 million of additional funding being added to the Fund. 

• I propose that Council refines the criteria of the Sport and Recreation Facilities 

Investment Fund to make the additional funding non-contestable. 

• I propose that the additional $35 million funding is used to fund a range of community 

sport and recreation facilities including indoor sports facilities. 

• I advocate for the retention of the Sport and Recreation Facilities Operating Grant 

and ask consideration for an increase to the Grant. 

• I support Council seeking changes to the law relating to development contributions to 

enable Council to adequately recover the costs of growth and to use development 

contributions to fund community sport and recreation facilities. 

• I advocate for community use of schools and that consideration given to the 

co-development of schools with Auckland Council to include publicly accessible sport 

and recreation facilities. 
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I participate in the sport of table tennis. Auckland Council has identified there is a 

shortage of indoor court space across the Auckland region. This includes a lack of 

capacity to meet the demand for sports such as table tennis.  

The Auckland table tennis stadium, 99A Gillies Avenue, Epsom is at capacity many 

nights of the week. This impacts my ability to participate.  

The Auckland Table Tennis Association is involved in two Facilities Development 

Projects aimed at addressing the shortage of indoor court space in the Auckland 

region:  

a) Lloyd Elsmore Community Hub: Lloyd Elsmore Park, 451 Pakuranga Road, 

Pakuranga Heights. In the Howick Local Board area. The purpose of the Hub is to 

construct a multi-club and code facility at Lloyd Elsmore Park to accommodate the four 

Founding Members 

(Auckland Table Tennis Association, Howick Gymnastics Club, Pakuranga Bowling 

Club, and Pakuranga Tennis Club) 

b) Gillies Avenue redevelopment project: Pascoe Quarry, 99 Gillies Avenue, 

Epsom. In the Albert-Eden Local Board area. Auckland Table Tennis Association, 

Auckland Badminton Association, and Olympic Weightlifting Auckland are collaborating 

to pursue redevelopment of the existing Gillies Avenue site
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